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Current Pak 
The Postponement of the Law of Property Act. 


THE Lorp CHaNcELLor’s Bill for postponing the commence- 
ment of the Law of Property Act, 1922, is a short measure 
substituting Ist January, 1926, for Ist January, 1925, as the date 
of commencement. When the Bill comes on for second 

a statement should be made as to the position of the Consolidation 
Bills. Until these have been -introduced, and their passage 
through Parliament with reasonable promptness assured, the 
new date cannot be accepted as final. When Parliament has 
its legislation ready there will still be required a substantial 
interval for getting the new system into practice. 


Lord Darling’s Reappearance as a Judge. 

Wuen Lorp Dar.tne accepted a peerage and viignil, at the 
age of seventy-five, the judgeship he had held for twenty-seven 
years, he expressed a general hope, on parting from the Bar, that 
counsel would sometimes meet him at the Privy Council. Since 
then he has presided over and delivered judgments of the Judicial! 
Committee, one of which appeared in the June number of Appec] 
Cases. Now he is sitting in the Divisional Court as an addition..1 
judge of the King’s Bench Division and assisting to prevent that 
accumulation of arrears which—in the absence of two addicicnal 
judges—seems from time to time inevitable. Lord DaRuine is not 
the first toassist in this way. Lord BuckMastsr, an ex-Chancellor, 

has heard cases in Chancery and in the Divorce Court, and Lord 
Brrkenueap in 1921, w hen actually Lord Chancellor, also assisted 
in the Divorce Court. 


The County Courts Act, 1924, 

Tux County Courts Act and the Prevention of Eviction Act 
have both received the Royal Assent. The former makes changes 
in the method of appointment and remuneration of the registrars 
which are intended to produce uniformity ip a system which had 
become very complicated, and provision is made for retirement 
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and for pensions. Primé facie the transfer to the Lord Chancellor 
of the appointment of registrars removes this function from the 
county court judge, who has the requisite personal knowledge, to 
a central office which can only act on recommendation ; but the 
change is said to be a necessary incident of the re-arrangement 
of the county court system, and no doubt the Lord Chancellor’s 
Office will take the opinion of the county court judges. The Act 
also enables the assistant registrars, clerks, and other officials to 
be placed in an improved position as to remuneration. The 
Memorandum on the Bill which was published recently (Cmd. 
2140, 2d.) shows that the expenditure (not including judges) will 
be increased by about £79,000 in the first year ; but of this figure 
about £39,000, the cost of gratuities to old officials who will be 
immediately retired, will not recur. 


The Prevention of Eviction Act, 1924. 


Tae PREvENTION of Eviction Act contains the amendments 
made in the House of Lords, which were rejected on the return 
of the Bill to the Commons, but which, with the exception of the 
proviso as to aliens and hardship, were insisted on by the Lords 
and finally accepted by the Commons in order to save the Bill. 
The following, we believe, is the final form of ss. 1 and 2, the 
operative part, but they require verification by the Act when 
printed :— 

1. Amendment of 13 & 14 Geo. 5, c. 32, 8. 4, 8-8. (1).}—Paragraphs (iv) 
and (v) of subsection (1) of the section which by section four of the 
Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, 1923, is substituted for 
section five of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) 
Act, 1920, are hereby repealed as respects pending as well as future 
proceedings, and the following paragraph shall be substituted therefor : 

(iv) Where the dwelling-house is reasonably required by the 

landlord (not being a landlord who has become landlord by pur- 
chasing the dwelling-house or any interest therein after the 5th day of 
May, 1924) for occupation as a residence for himself or for any son or 
dsughter of his over eighteen years of age and the court is satisfied, 
having regard to all the circumstances of the case, including any 
alternative accommodation available for the landlord or the tenant, 
that greater hardship would be caused by refusing to grant an order 
or judgment for possession than by granting it. 

2. Application of Act to pending proceedings.|—(1) Where any order 
or judgment has been made or given before the passing of this Act, 
but not executed, and in the opinion of the court the order or judgment 
would not have been made or given if this Act had been in force at 
the time when such order or judgment was made or given, the court, 
on application by the tenant, may rescind or vary the order or judgment 
in such manner and subject to such conditions as the court shall think 
fit for the purpose of giving effect to this Act. 

(2) Where a landlord has, on or after the fifteenth day of April, 
nineteen hundred and twenty-four, taken possession of a dwelling- 
house under a judgment or order so rescinded as aforesaid, such 
possession shal! not in any case exclude the dwelling-house from the 
operation of the principal Act. 

Public Teachers of Law. 


Last Sarurpay the annual general meeting of the Society 
of Public Teachers of Law was held in the Codrington Library, 
All Souls’ College, Oxford. Professor Hotpsworts, in delivering 
his Presidential Address, for which he had selected as subject 
“ The Vocation of a Public Teacher of Law,” pointed out how 
comparatively modern a branch of the legal profession were 
“ public teachers of law,” but how especially important is their 
work. It is their duty not merely to expound the principles of 
English and General Jurisprudence, but also to inculcate in their 
pupils 4 nigh standard of professional honour and public duty. 
{a Ancient Rume or Athens a“ Rhetorician,” who corresponded 
to our academic teacher of law, was expected to teach students 
the arte and tricks of snatching an unjust forensic verdict. 
Every reader of the ancient Greek forensic orations must have 
noticed how Isoceates, Demostuenes, and all the rest tried to 
win verdicts by appealing most dishonestly to prejudices of the 
jurymen, or by attacks they knew to be false on the career of the 
ther side. In the days of Sergeant Buzfuz some faint imitation 
of this sort of thing was known even in England, but happily it 
has been dead. Our advocates, to-day, attempt to convince 

i by straightforward argument, not catchpenny tricks. 
And the public teachers of the law have borne an honourable 
part in prescribing such traditions to their students. 
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In Durnford v. Baker, reported elsewhere and 40 T.L.R. 


the Court of Appeal had to consider a husband’s liability for hi 


wife’s costs in divorcé when the claim is made at common 


on the doctrine of “necessaries.” It is well-settled that a married 
woman, whether or not she possesses separate estate of her own, 
is entitled to maintenance as against her husband provided he hay 


means to support her, or would be in ssion of such me 


but for wilful neglect to work. It is also settled that the wifes 
right is to maintenance suitable to the income of her husband; 
a millionaire is not entitled to live in a cottage and insist on his 


family expenditure being limited to that required for cottage life, 
His wife is entitled to “ necessaries,” including “‘ conventiongl 
necessaries” or “‘ decencies,” calculated in accordance with her 
husband’s income and station in life, not with the scale of livi 
he chooses to adopt ; she can pledge his credit to secure pe 
necessaries unless and except in so far as he otherwise provides 
her sufficiently with such necessaries. And among other 
necessaries she is entitled to take legal opinion, at her husband's 
expense, as to her rights against him in view of his conduct to 
her, provided her action in taking such legal advice is reasonable. 
She is also entitled to bring legal proceedings against her husband 
in respect of marital rights, and to defend such proceeding 
brought by him against her at her husband’s expense, provided 
her action is reasonable. The authorities on which these sweeping 
rights of a wife over her husband’s property are based will be 
found summarized and discussed in Mr. Justice McCarpigs 
carefully considered judgment in Abrahams v. Buckley, 192%, 
1 K.B. 903. But to all these very considerable rights of a wile 
over her husband’s property one condition precedent is attached, 
namely, that she shall not have forfeited her rights by committing 
adultery which has been neither condoned nor connived at by 
her husband, nor conduced by his conduct. Once she commits 
adultery, her right to maintenance lapses, and with it her right to 
pledge her husband’s credit for “‘ necessaries,” including legal 
costs ; although it may revive again in certain events, and even 
after adultery a husband will be compelled to put a wife in funds 
to defend a divorce suit brought by him, if she denies misconduet, 
He may also be ordered to pay alimony after he has secured 
divorce, and usually is so ordered when the wife has no meam 
of support and is not living with the co-respondent ; but such 
orders are made under statutory jurisdiction conferred on the 
Divorce Court, not as part of the wife’s common law right t 
necessaries. The general rule is that adultery terminates he 
authority to pledge her husband’s credit, and that a solicitor who 
thereafter acts for her—whether or not he is ignorant of he 
misconduct—is no longer entitled as of right to claim against her 
husband as a common law debt of his own the legal costs incurred 
by the wife. This the Court of Appeal has clearly decided ® 
Durnford v. Baker, supra, and the case will evidently acquire the 
status of the leading decision on this branch of law. 


Adultery as a Revocation of Agency. 


Ir 1s important to note that Durnford v. Baker, supra, is 
simply an authority on the common law remedy of a 
creditor for necessaries against her husband, and was clearly and 
expressly decided by the Court of Appeal on that ground ; it wi 
plainly pointed out by Scrurrton, L.J., that very different oom 
siderations apply to the process which a Divorce Court exercise 
in making an order in favour of a wife for costs against her hus 
in a suit to which they are parties. It is necessary to draw atte 
tion to this, because the common law debt claimed as one of the 
wife’s necessaries consisted of a solicitor’s costs, and therefore i 
is easy to confuse the issue with one affecting costs in a divorte 
suit; in fact the creditor's case was based in argument chiely 
on misleading analogies from the practice of the Divorce Coun 
The facts were these: A married woman consulted a s0 
as to whether she could present a petition against her husk 
for divorce on the ground of cruelty and adultery. The solic 
was not aware that the wife had committed adultery. He 
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4 show that she had at least a good primd facie case, but was 
gbsequently informed by the defence that the wife had herself 
gommitted adultery, and he then decided that he could not 
with the petition, which was dismissed for want of 
arried ution. But he claimed to be entitled to his costs against 
t own, Mm the husband, as necessaries reasonably incurred by the wife, 
he has # and sued for this debt in a common law action. In holding that 
means fm hecould not recover, the Court of Appeal followed older decisions 
wife's # tothe effect that adultery terminates a wife’s implied agency. The 

two leading cases relied on were neither of them decisions relating 






on his to solicitors’ costs, but to other kinds of necessaries. In Atkyns | 


re life, Hy. Pearce, 2 C.B. N.S. 763, a medical man claimed his bill for 
tional #% medical attendance against the husband of an adulterous wife, 
h her #@ and Chief Justice CockBURN expressed the legal rule as follows :— 


living “The question is whether under these circumstances she had 

such authority to bind her husband. It seems to me that she had not. 
Vides The fact of her living in a state of adultery divests her of all the authority 
other which arises out of the marital relation.” 


and’: (™ And the same view was just as clearly enunciated by Mr. Justice 
ct to Me WaLEs in Cooper v. Lloyd, 6 C.B. N.S. 519, in the following 


able. terms :— 
band “It appearing that at the time of the supply she was living apart from 
dings him, my brother Williams told the jury that, if the wife been guilty 
. of adultery, and there had been no subsequent condonation, the husband 
vided would not be liable upon the implied obligation which the law imposes 
>ping upon him to support his wife when living apart from him either in 
Il be consequence of his misconduct or by his consent : for, that the implied 
IE's authority of a wife who is not living with her husband as a part of his 
family, to charge him for necessaries, is put an end to by the effect of 
924, her adultery. That seems to have been the substance of the direction, 
wife and it appears to me that it is perfectly good law.” 


hed, Obviously, unless a solicitor’s right to sue the husband for costs 
iting #% is based on some other principle than that which governs other 
t by HE chsses of necessaries, the cases just quoted are decisions against 
mits HF the existence of such a right after the wife has herself committed 
it to adultery. 


ven  Solicitor’s Right to Costs Incurred by Married Woman. 


inds THE QUESTION, therefore, which the Court of Appeal had to 
uct, # consider in Durnford v. Baker, supra, was this—whether or not 
dH asolicitor’s right to claim against a married man a bill for services, 
reasonably furnished to his wife at her request for legal advice 
asto her matrimonial rights, is in law simply a claim by a creditor 
of the husband for necessaries deemed to have been supplied to 
himself on the authority of his wife’s implied agency. On this 
point the court had the assistance of Mr. Justice CRoMPTON’s 
diten-quoted judgment in Brown v. Ackroyd, 5 E. & B. 819, an 
action brought by solicitors against the husband to recover the 
balance of their bill of costs incurred on the retainer of the wife 
ina divorce a mensd et toro suit in the County Court of York, 
onthe ground of alleged cruelty. ‘‘ As the case is here put,” said 
the learned judge, ibid., p. 829,‘‘ the plaintiff [solicitor] was bound 
to show a probability of such personal violence as rendered 
necessary the protection of a divorce [a mensé et toro]; he is ina 

ition corresponding to that of a tradesman suing the husband 

goods furnished to the wife.” And, again, in the celebrated 
case of Russell v. Russell, 1892, p. 152, Lord Justice LInDLEY 
expressed the principle very clearly thus: “ The wife’s solicitor 
has no right to an order giving him costs as against the husband ; 
her solicitor has no independent right of his own against her 
husband ; the solicitor in point of law claims through the wife ; 
if the court will not give his costs against her husband, her 
wlicitor can get none.” It is true that in the last-named case the 
Wife had failed to get an order for costs against her husband, 
but this does not affect the principle which is stated with such 


epigrammatic lucidity. 
Multiple Points in the Judicial Committee. 

A Nove. RuLB of practice has just been definitely enunciated 
by the Judicial Committee in Attorney-General of Ontario v. Daly 
(#ince deceased) and others, Times, 15th inst. Here the Crown 

obtained special leave to appeal against a decision of the 


RERFESETSs SSE 


re 


= 


Ss egrets = FP es SF & BS 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


moceedings on her behalf in view of the evidence, which seemed | 
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Supreme Court of Canada on the ground that a grave public 
question was involved, namely, whether or not the Supreme 
Court of Ontario had power, under the Constitutional and Statute 
Law of Canada, to issue a writ of mandamus directing a county 
court judge to try a criminal case. Leave having been granted, 
the Crown added other grounds of appeal, and this, of course, is 
| @ familiar practice on such appeals. But at the hearing and 

after argument the Judicial Committee, having looked into the 
| statute law of Canada, announced that there could be no possible 
doubt that the Supreme Court of Ontario had the jurisdiction 
| now disputed, and the Attorney-General did not press the point 
very seriously ; he desired, however, to argue the other grounds. 
The Judicial Committee, however, pointed out that, if it were to 
| hear other grounds when the only ground on which it could have 
| been asked to grant special leave to appeal proved to be without 
| substance, it would encourage an undesirable practice, that of 
| 


taking false points which are in theory appealable, not in the 
| hope of winning upon them, but merely in order to let in more 
| substantial points which happen not to be in themselves appeal- 
| able. They therefore refused to hear the other grounds. 
| 


| Trials of Foreigners in England. 


IN A VERY interesting note our contemporary, the Law Times, 
| points out that, prior to 1870, M. VaquteRr, on his trial for murder 
| at Lewes Assizes, could have claimed the privilege of trial by a 
| mixed French and English jury. This was called a “ party jury” 
| ora jury “e medietate lingue.” It was established in Lancastrian 
| days and regulated by three statutes: 27 Edward III, cap. 2, 
| 28 Edward III, cap. 13, and Henry VI, cap. 29. The jury con- 
| sisted half of denizens (not necessarily subjects) and half of aliens 
| of the foreigner’s nationality. It was granted not only in criminal 
| trials but in civil proceedings as well, provided that the Sovereign 
| was one of the parties. If sufficient aliens of the foreigner’s 
| nationality could not be found, then other aliens could be taken 
| to make up the foreign moiety of the jury, and failing six, then so 
| many as were available were placed on the jury. These statutes, 
| of course, as well as a later Act of George IV, were repealed by 

the Naturalization Act of 1870, which placed an alien in the same 
| position as a subject when arraigned for a crime or in civil 
| proceedings. The right was at one time claimed by foreign wives 
| of British subjects, but in 1849—in the cause céiébre of 
| Mrs. Mannrne—it was held that a foreign woman who has 
| acquired British nationality by marriage was not entitled to this 
| privilege. Foreigners, however, even previously to 1870, seldom 
| claimed the right, no doubt discreetly concluding that English 
| love of fair play was their strongest safeguard. Sir Patrick 
| Hastrnas took care to remind the jury of their duty to show the 
| fullest consideration to a foreigner hampered by lack of 
| acquaintance with the language in which his trial was being 
conducted. By the rule of the Central Criminal Court, wherever 
| a foreigner is being tried, counsel for the defence can ask for the 
assistance of an interpreter in court, whose fee is paid by the 
Crown. 








Keeping Trusts of the Title. 


Ir is familiar practice in conveyancing to keep the trusts affecting 
property off the title and to transfer the property—it may be 
the land itself, or a mortgage on the land—on the footing of a 
bare recital that the transferee has become entitled in equity. 
| But the recent decision of Tomuty, J., in Re Balen and She, s 
| Contract, reported on another page and in 40 T.L.R. 766, shows 
that the success of the device depends on the transferor being, 
so far as appears in the abstract, both legal and beneficial owner, 
so that he is in a position to admit the title of the transferee. 
Hitherto the cases have been all in favour of the efficacy of 
the device, though it is essential that the trusts shall continue to 
be concealed, If upon a subsequent sale or transfer they should 
be accidentally disclosed, then the purchaser is entitled to be 
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satisfied that the equitable title has been in fact got in: Re 
Blaiberg and Abraham’s Contract, 47 W.R. 634 ; 1899, 2 Ch. 340. 
It is, therefore, part of the scheme that purchasers should 
carefully abstain from making inquiry which will disclose trusts 
that they are not concerned to know. 

For judicial authority in favour of the efficacy of the device, 
it is not necessary to go further back than the decision of 
Pearson, J., in Re Harman and Uxbridge & Rickmansworth 
Railway Co., 31 W.R. 857 ; 24 Ch. D. 720. “‘ It is admitted,” 
said that learned judge, “ that, according to a very convenient 
practice, it is usual, when a mortgage is made to trustees, to keep 
the trusts off the face of the mortgage deed, and to introduce a 
recital that the persons who are in fact trustees are entitled to 
the mortgage money on a joint account, and it is admitted that 
in such a case the court has always refused to make any inquiry 
into the trusts, because to do so would defeat a practice which 
has been introduced for the benefit of Her Majesty’s subjects.” 
And subsequently : “Everyone knows that when in a mortgage 
deed the mortgage money is stated to belong to several persons 
on @ joint account, those persons are, in ninety-nine cases out of 
a hundred, trustees of the money, and accordingly the court has 
always resolutely refused to go behind the recital or to inquire 
what the trusts are.” That case was a strong one because the 
transfer was made, not by a mortgagee who, for anything that 
appeared, was absolutely entitled to the mortgage money, but 
by his executor. Property had in 1840 been mortgaged to W in 
fee, there being nothing to show that he was not the beneficial 
owner of the mortgage money. He died in 1842, having appointed 
three persons (of whom his wife was one) executors and having 
devised to them his mortgage estates. The widow alone proved 
the will and in 1854 foreclosed the mortgage. In 1865 she con- 
veyed the property to X, Y and Z in fee as joint tenants by a 
deed which recited that W held the mortgage money on an 
account under which they were then entitled thereto. In 1868 
X, Y and Z conveyed to a purchaser, but on a subsequent sale 
it was objected that evidence must be produced of the truth of 
the recital in the deed of 1865. Pearson, J., however, held that 
this was not necessary. The dealings with the property suggested 
that W had been a trustee, and that X, Y and Z had become 
entitled as trustees, but no trusts had been disclosed and inquiry 
as to trusts was not permitted. 

The same principle, though under different circumstances, 
was applied in Re Chafer and Randall's Contract, 1916, 2 Ch. 8, 
to the land itself. An abstract of title delivered under a contract 
for a sale of freeholds disclosed a recital in a partition deed that 
A, one of the parties thereto, was seised of the property as trustee 
partly for himself and partly for B, the other party to the deed. 
It was objected that this recital gave notice of a trust, and that the 
creation of the trust must be shown ; but it was held by Youncer, 
J., and the Court of Appeal, that it was unnecessary to go behind 
the recital. Youncer, J., citing Williams’ Vendor and Purchaser, 
2nd ed., pp. 238 to 240 (see now 3rd ed., pp. 225-228), said that the 
practice of keeping trusts off the title was not confined to mortgage 
transactions. “‘ The principle must be the same, whatever the 
property is that is in question, and I cannot find anywhere that 
conveyancers recognize any distinction. But,” he added, ‘‘ the 
recital, if it is to have the desired effect, must be definite and 
complete, nor must it contain any ambiguous or equivocal state- 
ments.” Similarly in the Court of Appeal, Lord Cozens-Harpy, 
M.R., said that there was no foundation for limiting the doctrine 
to transfers of mortgages. A recital, he pointed out, that an owner 
of a legal estate is trustee for A.B. under a will, or under a deed, 
affects a purchaser with notice of the contents of the deed or of the 
will. “ But that doctrine has no bearing upon a case where there 
is nothing more thap a statement that he holds upon trust for 
A.B, Such a statement is an admission against interest by the 
owner of the legal estate.” And in Re Soden and Alexander's 
Contract, 1918, 2 Ch. 258, Younorr, J., again applied the doctrine 
to a succession of conveyances of land, the first being a con- 
veyance on sale to three persons, A, B and C, their heirs and 
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C and D on a recital tha, the property belonged to them“ as joig 
tenants in equity as wellasatlaw”; andsoon. At p. 263 0) % 
report will be found a statement of the doctrine as laid downjy 
Re Chafer and Randall's Contract, supra. re 

So far the decisions have been all in favour of the efficacy of thy 
practice of keeping notice of trusts off the title, but Re Balen gq 
Shepherd’ s Contract, supra, shows that the doctrine has its lj 
and the limit is passed when an administrator disposes of req) 
estate of the intestate, in accordance with what he considey 
to be the equitable rights, but without accounting for the supe. 
session of the legal title of the heir at law. In that case an intestaty 
A died seised of real estate, and primd facie he was entitled toi 
beneficially. But there had been dealings by him with th 
property, the nature of which is not fully stated in the re 
which in the view of his administratrix conferred the beneficig) 
title on his daughter B. Presumably it was not easy to set oy 
these dealings so as to establish B’s equitable title, and accordi 
the administratrix had recourse to the doctrine in question, an 
avoided all statement of details by conveying the property ip 
1908 to B on a recital that she had become entitled in equity, 
Tomi, J., held that this was ineffectual, and that on a sale bya 
successor in title to B—there had been several intermediate sale 
without the objection being taken—B’s title in equity mug 
be established. 

The difficulty is to distinguish this case from Re Harman ang 
Uxbridge, &c., Ry. Co., supra, which also was a disposition bys 
personal representative on a mere recital of the grantec’s title, 
and Mr. Justice Tomutn’s decision is based on the doctrine ag 
stated in Re Chafer & Randall's Contract, supra, rather than 
on the judgment of Pearson, J. “ Assuming,” said Sarcanr, J, 
(sitting in the Court of Appeal), in the latter case, “ that an 
indenture discloses what is on the face of it an absolute legal and 
beneficial title in A, and that A then proceeds to admit that either 
in whole or in part he holds for the benefit of or in trust fora 
definite named person B, I can see no sufficient reason for any 
inference that A holds upon any additional or further trust than 
that disclosed ...” And in Re Balen and Shepherd's Contrad, 
Tomi, J., adopted this as the principle of the doctrine. When 
a grantor is on the face of the abstract entitled legally and 
beneficially, he can admit, and is bound bya recital of, the equitable 
title of his grantee. But in that case the grantor, the adminis 
tratrix, was not in this position. She had the legal title in her, 
but not the beneficial, and with the beneficial interest she was 
bound to deal either by sale, if the property was required for 
administration, or by conveyance to the heir-at-law. 

This is in accordance with the doctrine as stated in Re Chafe 
and Randall's Contract, but not strictly in accordance with the 
doctrine as applied in Re Harman and Uxbridge, d&c., Ry. 06, 
supra, and Mr. Justice ToMLIN distinguished the latter case @ 
the ground that a legal personal representative of a deceased 
mortgagee may well be in a different position, and be able, by 
an admission as to the title to the mortgage debt, to bind the 
property so far as it is a security for the debt. Practically, m 
doubt, this is a good distinction, for it is essential to maintail 
the power of an executor of a deceased trustee-mortgager 
(the trust not being disclosed) to transfer the debt to new trustecs 
But, technically, the distinction seems to be at variance with 
the rule that the device of not disclosing trusts applies equally 
to mortgages and to other property. This is an aspect of the 
matter which will cal! for further consideration, but meanwhile, 
it must be taken to be settled that, while a personal representative 
can transfer a mortgage debt on a mere recital of the transferee’ 
title, an administrator cannot dispose of the real estate except 
under his power of sale or in accordarte with the proved 
beneficial rights. : 





Mr. Tucker Fulton Squarey, of The Red House, Epsom, S 
Deputy Chairman of the Surrey Quarter Sessions, and for 
practising at the Parliamentary Bar and on the Northern Ci 
who died on 13th April, aged 71, left estate of the gross value 





assigns; the second being a conveyance by A, B and C to B, 


of £56,664, with net personalty £55,911, Rt 
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Liability for Defective Roof of Flats. 


Tus letting out of tenements in flats, both for office and resi- 
dential purposes, is rapidly becoming the normal mode of house 
tenancy in England, just as it long has been in Scotland and on 
the Continent. This is rather a change of social habit, however, 
so far as England is concerned, and our common law of landlord 
and tenant has required some stressing and straining in order to 
adjust it to a somewhat novel relationship. For readers of the 
“Wealth of Nations” will remember ADAM Smitn’s famous 
explanation why rents are higher, yet lodgings are cheaper, in 
London than in Edinburgh or Paris. In London, he explains, 
every workman must have his self-contained cottage, the 
“castle of the Englishman”: hence a demand for cottages and 
an increase of rents accordingly. But the tenant of the cottage 
cannot afford to occupy the whole of it himself and so must 
geek for lodgers: hence a supply of lodgings in excess of demand and 
a reduction of lodging-hire accordingly. 

Probably these ingenious speculations of the Kirkcaldy 
exciseman who revolutionized the science of Economics are 
hardly applicable to present-day England. But they do explain 
the absence of old case-law on the position of flats; the reported 
cases on this subject are fairly numerous, but scarcely one is older 
than half a century. In particular, where the owner of a house 
lets it out in self-contained flats to a number of tenants, the legal 
incidents of the letting are only to be found elucidated in quite 
recent cases. For the older tendency of the courts was to apply 
the strict law of landlord and tenant in such circumstances, and to 
treat the owner of the block just as if he were the owner of a 
terrace of houses all of which he had let out. Only very gradually 
have our judges come to recognize that this is an unsound 
analogy. ‘The owner, it is now well understood, retains some parts 
of the house in his own actual possession, ¢.g., the stairs, area and 
roofs ; he does not let out completely and part with all possession 
as does the owner of a terrace of houses. Therefore his legal 
liabilities are not exactly those of a bare rent-receiver who has 
no physical possession. On the contrary, he is subjected to 
obligations in respect of the parts of the house just named of 
which he is presumed to remain in possession, unless each is 
specifically demised to some particular tenant. 

It was a failure to grasp this aspect of recent judge-made law, 
we fancy, which led astray Mr. Justice Greer in Cockburn v. Smith, 
ante, p. 323, with the result that he was reversed unanimously by 
a strong Court of Appeal, ante, p. 631; 40 T.L.R. 113, 476. The 
landlord of a tenement building let it out in a number of flats, 
and expressly covenanted with each tenant to do certain repairs ; 
these covenants did not include the upkeep of the roof, no 
mention of which was made in any of the tenancy agreements. 
Evidently the owner kept the roof in his own possession and 
control, with the result that he was liable to the tenants or to their 
invitees for injuries caused them by any defect in the roof which 
he ought to have remedied, just as in the case of broken or ill- 
lighted staircases: Miller v. Hancock, 1893, 2 Q.B. 177; Dobson 
v. Horsley, 1915, 1 K.B. 634; Fairman v. Perpetual Investment 
Building Society, 1923, A.C. 74. 

Now, in Cockburn v. Smith, supra, the roof fell into disrepair, 
with the result that water leaked through on to the top flat and 
caused a dampness which set up rheumatism in the tenant and 
her daughter. The landlord was warned of the condition of the 
roof, but omitted to do adequate repairs. At the trial it was 
contended on his behalf that he had executed faithfully all the 
repairs he had expressly covenanted to do, and that therefore— 
even if a common law obligation to make the roof watertight 
enures on landlords—-he escapes liability for non-performance 
because he has contracted out of that obligation by expressly 
undertaking other obligations: Ryall v. Kidwell, 1914; Cavalier 
v. Pope, 1906, A.C. 428. This argument convinced Mr. Justice 
Greer and induced him to find in favour of the landlord, the 
finding which was reversed by the Court of Appeal. 

But obviously this contention treats the case as if it were merely 
one of a landlord and tenant of premises which the landlord has 
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let out to the exclusive possession of the tenant, so that he himself 
retains no possession of any part. In such a case, no doubt, 
the express covenants of the lease would supersede others implied 
by law. But that, we have seen, is not the relationship. The 
landlord is not only bare landlord of the part of the premises he 
has let, but he is also an occupier in possession of the part he 
retains, namely, inter alia, the roof. In respect of this part, of 
course, he has all the obligations imposed by law on any occupier 
(or occupying owner) of any piece of real property ; he must take 
reasonable care to save harmless or warn of danger any person, 
whether a tenant or an invitee, who is lawfully using the premises 
and subjected to the danger: Indermaur v. Dames, 1867, L.R. 
2 C.P. 311. That being so, he is under an obligation to make the 
roof safe and watertight, and failure to do so exposes him to the 
same liabilities which are imposed by law on any occupier whose 
negligence causes injury to invitees. 

It follows that the maxim expressum facit cessare tacituimm has 
not really any application at all to the circumstances of this case. 
That maxim only applies to rights which all arise within the 
compass of one legal relationship, such as that of landlord and 
tenant created by a written document. Here, however, there 
exists two relationships, that of landlord and tenant of the 
premises demised, and that of occupier and invitee in the case of 
the premises retained in the landlord’s possession, namely, the 
roof. The incidents of the former relationship, of course, arise 
out of the lease and must all be contained in that document 
when it purports to set them out. But the incidents of the second 
relationship are quite independent of the lease, and hence are 
not affected by its provisions, whether express or implied. 
It is under the second relationship, that of occupier and invitee, 
that the landlord is held liable for the consequences of neglect 
to repair the roof: it is not under the first relationship, that of 
landlord and tenant of the flat. It was through ignoring this 
double relationship—a peculiarity due to the idiosyncrasies of 
letting tenements in flats—that Mr. Justice Greer took the 
erroneous view he did as to the landlord’s duties in respect of 
the roof. 








Jurisdiction over Title to 
Nationalised Ships. 


Our present Rules of International Law, dating as they do from 
Grotius and the sixteenth century, came into existence in a world 
where, with certain exceptions, property in land and chattels had 
become the private property of individual citizens or of corpora- 
tions. Sovereigns, no doubt, in most European 
countries a paramount lordship over land, and they usually 
a limited quantity of other forms of pro y as well ; 
ut neither of these exceptions made much practical difference 
to the normal aspect of legal relations where the title to property 
was in question. And so certain rights and immunities from 
jurisdiction were readily conceded to state-owned property 
without causing any grave inconvenience ; these embodied 
in the accepted principles of International Law and are recognised 
by our courts as well as those of other civilized countries. 

In the second half of the nineteenth century, however, this 
state of affairs began to undergo a remarkable and very 
change. States be to acquire property for a multitude 
public or industrial pu , and these assets were . 
course, in the Sovereign, and obtained much, if not quite all, the 
protection and privilege accorded to the Seveniane public 
property of older type. During the war, indeed, the system of 
*“Control”’ created numerous difficult questions, but little 
attention was paid to the juristic issues involved, since the war 
was tacitly assumed to create an abnormal state of relations 
which would not survive its termination. And, in fact, 
“« De-control"’ has terminated nearly all the special es which 
at one time seemed likely to arise. 

But a novel situation of an unexpected kind has arisen in 
another direction. The example of the Russian Governmen 
technically styled ‘‘ the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics 
Russia,” has shown that property of industrial use may be 
nationalised and turned into state property on a colossal scale. 
And so the question naturally forces itself upon the attention of 
international lawyers, how far is this nationalised pro 
physically distinguishable from that of private persons—to be 
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way in the recent case of The Jupiter, decided by Mr. Justice 
at close of last term: Times, 30th May: 40 T.L.R. 673. 
When one government succeeds another and recognition is 
accorded by foreign states, the effect, of course, varies according 
to the degree of recognition granted. If de jure 
follows immediately—e.g., the a of the Douma’s Govern- 
ment by all the allies in 1917 as the legitimate successor of the 
Czarist i no difficulty arises. Such a government takes 


of its predecessors. however, a 
merely as the de facto government, i 
commence only as from the date of 3 
“no man’s” government interval between the fall of the old 
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moved to set aside the writ and proceedings un the simple ground 
that the vessel was the property of a Sovereign State, the i 

» therefore not subject to or juri ion at the 
hands of foreign courts which recognized the legiti of that 


Government: Aksionairnoye Obschesivo A. M. Luther v. James 


Now, in the events that Mr. Justice Hill decided the 


case on @ very broad, not to say sweeping, iple. He took 
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sanctity rightly attached to property so held. 
— may ny on a subsequent occasion, it would hays 
n 

issue whether a Russian Soviet decree of nationalisation, 

before de facto recognition is granted, is operative so as to confer 
title upon the Soviet Government so soon as de jure 

has been super-added to de facto. It is an immensely 
problem, and there is little guidance on the matter in any reported 


case. 
(Hill, J. has been affirmed by C.A. Times, 18th inst.}. 








Reviews. 


Essays. . 


Fritro Misto. By E. S. P. Haynes. At the Cayme Press, 
Kensington. 7s. 6d. 


This is a collection of papers which have appeared in The New 
Witness, now defunct, and other periodicals. Like all Mp, 
Haynes’ writing, they abound in interest, but their range is 4 
great deal wider than the subjects with which we deal in these 
pages, and indeed the papers which have a legal interest are ing 
small minority. ‘The New Official” and “ Eliza Fanshawe, 
K.C.” are not to be taken seriously, and were hardly worth 
recalling from their original fugitive form. ‘‘ Margotiana” 
is not for comment here, and so with essays on Henry James, 
on H. G. Wells, on Hilaire Belloc, on Havelock Ellis, on Rupert 
Brooke, on Eton and Liberty, and many other men and matters. 
That on Mr. Wells is a review of his ‘ Outlines of History.” 
‘* In spite of all inherent or inevitable defects,”’ writes Mr. Haynes 
“Mr. Wells’s book will stimulate the intellectual interests of the 
rising generation and bring home to them the obvious truths 
that the struggle for existence must end in destruction unles 
inevitable competition is tempered and restrained by the ideal of 
co-operation. 

The essays with a legal interest are those on Lord Moulton, a 
review of the “‘ Life by his son,’’ on Lord Birkenhead, a review 
of his ‘“‘ Points of View,” of Sir Frederick Pollock, a review of 
‘* Essays in the Law,”’ and perhaps, we may add, Mr. Horatio 
Bottomley. With reference to a troublesome incident in Lom 
Moulton’s career, Mr. Haynes says: ‘“ His intellect was % 
incomparably superior to that of the ordinary person that I 
imagine he did not trouble too much to consider what other people 
thought about him or his doings. Certainly he would never have 
been involved in personal litigation if he had called in a solicitor 
to settle the family finances after the death of his first wife. 
But probably he thought that he could do all that was necessary 
himself.” As to Lord Birkenhead—‘“ Lord Birkenhead — 
—- be excused for an excessive complacency about 

yourite child, the Law of Property Bill; but there is no doubt 
that this Bill has in some respects created more difficulties than 
it solves . . . I should much like to know if Lord Birkenhead # 
pes res ible for the cumbrous machinery of mortage 

y demise. cannot believe that he is.” And certainly heis 
not. Lord Birkenhead, we may safely say, is responsible for 
nothing in the Act of 1922; only for the motive power 

laced it on the statute book. In the essay on Mr. Bottomley, 

r. Haynes says that the benchers of the Inns of Coutt 
combined to refuse him admittance to the Bar against the wishes 
of Mr. Justice Hawkins, but subsequent events have perhaps 
shown that the benchers were right. 

The best passage in the book is de 119, in the essay o 
Edward Thomas. It describes the effect of impressive scenery— 
in Suffolk—in recalling the presence of a lost friend. It is to 
long to quote, but we cannot forbear from referring to it. 





Workmen’s Compensation. 


Tue LAW RELATING TO COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES TO WORK: 
MEN. Being an Exposition of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Acts, 1906 and 1923. Together with other relevant Statutory 
Provisions, and including the Workmen’s Compensation 
and all other appeegriate Statutory Rules and Orders. By 
Cc. M. Know res, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition 
Stevens & Sons, Lid. £1 1s. net. 


Mr. Knowles was secretary to Mr. Holman Gregory’s Com 
mittee and he has had therefore exceptional opporcunities 
considering the problems which faced t 
conclusions which, to a large extent, have been embodied in 
Workmen’s tion Act of last mange The foundation @ 
the subject of Workmen’s Compensat is, of course, in 
statutes, but out of these has grown a vast mass of judge- 
and ic is the meric of Mr. Knowls’s book that he has com 


law, 
the text of the Acts with a running statement of ciples ded 
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by detailed statement of the cases. The chief occasion for 


itory work of this kind arises at the v begins of the 
tbe Act in the words “ accident arising out of and in the course 
of the employment,” the meaning of which, says Mr. Knowles, 
has to be extracted from just over 500 decisions of the appellate 
tribunals of the United Kingdom. No wonder Mr. man 
Gregory’s Committee declined to alter the words and start the 
course of judicial interpretation over again ; but we suppose that 
some day the task will have to be undertaken. The way will, 
perhaps, be made easier by the introduction of wniouner com- 

ry insurance. The legal side of Workmen’s Compensation 
agp ime roportions far beyond what we imagine was 
anticipated when this legislation commenced in 1897, and 
Mr. Knowle’s book in its present edition is a very complete and 
well-arranged guide to it. 


Popular Law. 


Every MAN’s Own Lawyer. A handy book of the Principles of 
Law and Equity. Comprising the Rights and Wrongs of 
Individuals, Landlord and Tenant, Vendors and Purchasers, 
&c., &c., &. By a Barrister. Fifty-sixth Edition; Revised, 
including new Acts of Parliament of 1921, 1922, and 1923. 
To which is added a Concise Dictionary of Legal Terms. 
Crosby, Lockwood & Son. 15s. net. 


This is a well printed and arranged volume of some 800 pages, 
iving a great mass of information on rp matters of practical 
importance, with nearly forty pages of legal dictionary, and a 
complete index. Thus, in Part VIII, ‘‘ Master, Servants and 
Workmen,”’ there is included, among other matters, a general 
statement of the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, with the 
amendments of 1923—such, for instance, as the extension to 
certain taxi-cab drivers; of the Truck Acts, with the Memorandum 
on their interpretation and application which has been issued by 
the Home Office for the use of Mine and Factory Inspectors ; 
of the Factory and Workshop Acts; the Shops Act, 1912; the 
Trade Disputes Act, 1906, and the Industrial Courts Act, 1919. 
Other matters, such as the Sale and Purchase of Goods, are 
summarized with the same completeness. As a general statement 
of the law, the book may be commended to the practitioner 
although it purports to be for ‘‘ Every Man.” But, perhaps 
“Every Man ”’ will be a client in the end. 











Books of the Week. 


Digest.—The English and Empire Digest, with complete and 
exhaustive annotations. Volumes VIV and XV. Criminal Law 
and Procedure. Butterworth & Co. 


The Law of Waters.—Law relating to Waters, Sea, Tidal, 
and Inland, including Rights and Duties of riparian owners, Canals 
Fishery, Navigation, Land Drainage, Ferries, Bridges, and Tolls 
and Rates thereon. By H. J. W. Coutson, B.A., and URQUHART 
A. ForBEs, Barristers-at-Law. Fourth Edition. By H. Stuart 
MoorE, F.S.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 
Price £2 10s. 

Criminal Law.—Unsolved Murder Mysteries. By CHARLES 
E. Pearce, Stanley Paul & Co. 16s. net. 


The Journal of the Society of Public Teachers of Law. 1924. 
“a by H. F. Jotowicz, M.A., LL.B. Butterworth & Co. 


The Howard Journal.—Vol. I. No. 3. The Howard League 
for Penal Reform, 18 Savoy-street, Strand, W.C.2. 2s. 6d. (by 
post, 2s, 10d.). 








Viscount Curzon, M.P., appealed at the Middlesex Quarter 
Sessions, on the 7th inst., st a fine of £20 and the suspension 
of his motor driving licence for six months for ha exceeded 
the meoed limit in Chiswick High-road on 9th March. Mr. St. John 
Hutchinson, who appeared for the respondent justices of Acton, 
said he unders the es was brought really against the 
suspension of the licence. e months of that suspension had 
Seely pone. Sir Henry Curtis Bennett, addressing the Bench, 
observed that no one suggested that there was any danger from 
what the defendant did. Counsel asked the justices to say that 
the fine was excessive and that the suspension should be quashed. 
After the justices had consulted in private, the Chairman (Sir 
Montagu Sharpe) said it was difficult to get away from the fact 
of the previous convictions for exceeding the speed limit. A 
man in the defendant's position, who made the law, ought not to 

the law. The court, in the circumstances, did not see its 
Way to interfere with the Bench below, and the appeal would be 
: The appeal was dismissed, with costs, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


RIMALT v. CARTWRIGHT. No.2. 26th June. 


OF EXCHANGE Act, 1882, 45 & 46 Vict. c. 61, s. 62—-DEEDs oF 

ARRANGEMENT AcT, 1914, 4 & 5 Geo 5, c. 47, ss. 1, 2. 

The plaintiff brought an action on a bill o 
favour and accepted by the defendant and of which oF vente, Apacs 
the holder. The defence was that the bill had been di an 
agreement to accept a composition. Before the i i 
became due, at a meeting of the defendant’s creditors 
sider his affairs and atiended by an agent of the plaintiff, a resolution 
was passed accepting a verbal offer which had been made by the 
defendant to his creditors of a composition of 3s. 4d. in the &. The 
resolution was put into writing, and was signed by a number of the 
defendant's creditors and by the plaintiff's agent. 

a deed was executed which provided that on by the defendant's 
solicitor to the creditors oo aa due under the composition, 
they assigned to him the owing to them. 

Held, that as the plaintiff had neither renounced his righis under 
the bill, in writing, nor pe etmedly Ag h acceptor, in 
accordance with s. 62 of the Bill of Excha ct, 1882, the plaintiff 
was entitled to recover the full amount of his bill. 

Decision of the Divisional Court (68 Son. J. 578) reversed. 


In May, 1922, a bill of exchange was accepted by the defendant 
in respect of goods supplied to him by the intiff. ‘The bill 
became due in September, 1922, but in Lugust, 1922, the 
defendant had ie a verbal offer to his creditors to pay a 
composition of 3s. 4d. in the £ in respect of his liabilities. Ata 
meeting of the creditors called on 16th August, to consider the 
defendant’s financial position, a resolution was acce 
the defendant’s offer. A Mr. Birnbaum, the 
attended the meeting. The resolution was as follows: “ That a 
cash payment of 3s. 4d. in the £ be accepted, payable within 
twenty-one days, and that the costs of the meeting and investiga- 
tion be paid by the debtor.” This resolution was by a 
number of the creditors and by Mr. Birnbaum, agent 
behalf of the plaintiff. poe ee or deed of was 
executed whereby it was provided t in consideration of the 
payment by the defendant’s solicitor to the creditors of the 
amounts due to them from the defendant under the com 
the creditors would to him their debts. This was 
signed by thirty-nine of the defendant's creditors, but not by the 
plaintiff. Neither the document embodying the resolution of the 
creditors nor the deed of assignment was registered under the 
Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1914. When the plaintiff's bill 
fell due it was not met, and the plaintiff brought an action in the 
Mayor’s and City of London Court to recover the amount of the 
bill in full. He alleged that the document embodying the 
resolution and the deed of i t were void for want of 
registration. The learned judge of the Mayor's and 
London Court decided in favour of the plaintiff on the 
although the deed of assignment did not 
document embodying the resolution ought to have been registered. 
By s. 62 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, a holder of a bill of 
exchange may at any time renounce his rights thereunder 
the acceptor, but the renunciation must be in writing unless the 
bill is delivered up to the acceptor. the Deeds of 
Act, 1914, it is provided: “1. (1) 
which this Act applies shall include any instrument of the classes 
hereinafter oe whether under seal or not—(a) made by, for 
or in respect of the affairs of a debtor for the benefit 
creditors generally . . . (2) The classes of instrument 
before referred to ere—{a) om semiqnaneeh of peepee 3 (0) a deed 
of or i a . — . EF Mt | _ of ———. 
ment unless registe Registrar 
Bills of Sale under this Act within seven clear days after the first 
execution thereof by the debtor or by any c OF... 
Divisional Court held that the written resolution was not an instru- 
ment, but a record of the which had 
ve Boge athe uestion whether the 
tion, an w su 

dead of assignment was in for want of not 
affect the position of the plaintiff so as to ify him in going 
paek om Une hetgsta & refusing to the composition. The 
Court therefore ecided in favour of the dant. The plaintiff 
fgets. The Court allowed the Sige 
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relied on as an agreement between the plaintiff and the defendant, 
because all it purported to do was that if the defendant would 
agree to pay his creditors a composition of 3s. 4d. in the £, they 
(the creditors) would accept that composition, but the resolution, 
by itself, was no agreement as between the plaintiff and the 
defendant. With regard to the subsequent deed of assignment, 
the plaintiff was not a party to that deed, and it should be struck 
out of the case because the defendant could not rely on it as an 
agreement by the plaintiff to do anything. The learned judge 
of the Mayor’s and City of London Court held that although the 
agreement arrived at at the meeting of the creditors did not come 
within the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1914, so as to require 
registration, yet the document recording it did, and consequently 
the resolution was no bar to the plaintiff’s claim. In the 
Divisional Court the point was taken that the document was only 
a record of the agreement, and that the only part of the arrange- 
ment on which the defendant could hope to succeed was the parol 
agreement by the plaintiff through bis agent accepting the 
defendant’s offer of a composition of 3s. 4d. in the £ The 
Divisional Court found that there was an agreement by the 
plaintiff, partly verbal and partly in writing, but a complete 
agreement to accept the composition, the effect of which was to 
discharge the debt. It was therefore immaterial whether the 
deed of assignment was registered or not, because the plaintiff 
was not a party to it, and they gave judgment for the defendant. 
But with all deference to the Divisional Court, this action was an 
action on a bill of exchange and the document relied on by the 
defendant was of no effect because of s. 62 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882. As a discharge of the bill it was insufficient. There 
was in this case no renunciation by the plaintiff of his rights as 
holder of the bill, either by a written document, or by delivery 
up of the bill, in accordance with s. 62 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882. The defendant therefore failed and the plaintiff was 
entitled to recover the full amount of the bill. 

ScRUTTON and ATKIN, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal allowed.— 
CouUNSEL: Cave, K.C., and Lucien Fior; a H. Critchley. 
eet C. Butcher and Simon Burns; Alfred Double and 

ons. 

[Reported by T. W. Moraax, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DURNFORD v. BAKER. No.2. 25th and 26th June. 


HvusBAND AND WIFE—WIFE’sS AUTHORITY TO PLEDGE HUSBAND’S 
CREDIT—NECESSARIES—SOLICITOR’s CosTs—DIVORCE PRo- 
CEEDINGS BY WIFE—GUILTY WIFE—SOLICITOR NOT INFORMED 
OF WIFE’s MISCONDUCT—WIFE’S PETITION DISMISSED FOR 
WANT OF PROSECUTION—CLAIM AGAINST HUSBAND FOR 
SoLIcIToR’s Costs. 

A wife consulted a solicitor with a view to obtaining a divorce. 
The wife had herself committed adultery, but did not disclose that 
fact to her solicitor. The solicitor having made careful inquiries, 
ascertained that the husband had committed adultery and obtained 
evidence on which it was reasonable to swppose that a charge of 
cruelty would be established. A petition for divorce was duly 
presented by the solicitor acting on behalf of the wife. Subsequently, 
the solicitor came to know that the wife had herself been guilty of 
adultery. Thereupon, the petition was abandoned and was in due 
course dismissed for want of prosecution. 

Held, that the solicitor could not recover the wife’s costs from the 
husband. 

Decision of Rowlatt, J., 68 Sox. J. 540, affirmed. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of Rowlatt, J. The 
plaintiff, a solicitor, claimed to recover from the defendant a sum 
of money in respect of a solicitor’s bill of costs for professional 
services rendered by him in divorce proceedings instituted by the 
plaintiff on the instructions of the defendant’s wife. The facts 
appear in the judgment. Rowlatt, J., held that the plaintiff was 
not entitled to recover the wife’s costs from the husband, and he 
gave judgment for the defendant. The plaintiff appealed. 

BANKES, L.J.: This is an appeal from a decision of Rowlatt, J., 
and in so far as the researches of counsel show, it raises a point 
which has not been raised in any of the decided cases. A married 
woman, living in edultery, instructed a solicitor to present a 
petition for divorce against her husband on the ground of his 
alleged cruelty and adultery. At the time of the givirig of the 
instructions the solicitor did not know, and had no reason to 
know, that the wife was not an innocent party. The proceedings 
continued up to a certain point, when, owing to a communication 
made to the husband, it became known that the wife was leading 
an adulterous life. In those circumstances the petition was not 
proceeded with, and at the instance of the husband the petition 
was dismissed for want of prosecution. No application for 
security for costs had been made by the solicitor, and, so far as 
the Divorce Court was concerned, the petition was dismissed and 
no order was made with regard to the wife’s costs. The solicitor 
then brought this action, and the defence of the husband was 
that his wife was not his agent so as to have authority to pledge 
his credit for necessaries—tbat is, for the petitioner’s costs—and 


Rowlait, J., held, and rightly held, that the husband was right 
in his contention. Reference has been made to Michael Abrahams, 





Sons & Co. v. Buckley, 68 Sou. J. 596 ; 1924, 1 K.B. 903, which _ 


was said to raise the same point as that raised in the present cage, 
But the point raised in that case was quite a different one ang 
has nothing to do with the mpage raised in the present case, 
There the question was whether a solicitor, acting on behalf of 
an innocent wife who had commenced proceedings in the Divorce 
Court (which terminated before trial) against the husband, wag 
entitled to recover in the King’s Bench Division his costs from 
the husband, and the only question there was whether it wag 
necessary to prove that the solicitor believed that the wife wag 
entitled to a decree,or whether it was necessary to show that her 
right had been established in the proceedings. That question, ig 
my opinion, has nothing to do with the present case. If the 
matter rests on the solicitor’s common law rights, it seems to me 
that there can be no question as to the correctness of the decision 
of Rowlatt, J., in this case, because it has been more than once 
pointed out that the solicitor’s right to costs is in principle no 
different from the right of a tradesman seeking to recover from 
a husband on the ground of her being his agent for necessaries, 
In Brown v. Ackroyd, 5 E. & B. 819, 1856, which was an action 
brought by solicitors against the husband to recover the balance 
of their bill of costs incurred on the retainer of the defendant's 
wife in conducting for her a suit in the Consistory Court at York 
for a divorce a mensa et thoro on the ground of cruelty, that 
principle was pointed out, and Crompton, J., said that as the 
case is here put the plaintiff was bound to show a probability 
of such personal violence as rendered necessary the protection of 
a divorce ; he is in a position corresponding to that of a tradesman 
suing the husband for goods furnished to the wife. In Russell y, 
Russell, 1892, P., at_p. 157; 36 Sou. J. 346, it was stated by 
Lindley, L.J., that the wife’s solicitor had no right to an order 
giving him costs as against the husband. Her solicitor had no 
independent right of his own against the husband. In point of 
fact, he claimed through the wife, and if the court would not 
give her costs against her husband her solicitor could get none. 
That was a statement as to the practice in the Divorce Court, 
But the present claim is made in a common law action in which 
the solicitor seeks to recover his costs from the husband on the 
ground that the wife was his agent for necessaries. The short 
answer to that claim is that a guilty wife has no authority to 
pledge her husband’s credit for anything. That principle is well 
established by Atkyns v. Pearce, 2 C.B.N.S. 763, 1857, where a 
medical man made a claim for medicine supplied to and attendance 
on a guilty wife, he not knowing and having no reason to bclieve 
that she was other than an innocent woman. Cockburn, C.J. 
said that the question was whether she had authority to bind 
her husband. It seemed to him that she had not. The fact of 
her living in a state of adultery divested her of all the authority 
which arose out of the marital relation. There was thus 4 
complete answer to a common law action brought by a solicitor, 
whose cause of action depended on the fact that the wife 
implied authority to pledge her husband’s credit. The practice 
in the Divorce Division has nothing to do with the question we 
have to decide. The question we have to decide must be decided 
according to common law principles. The authorities show that 
the practice in the Divorce Court rests partly on the old law of 
the husband taking his wife’s property on marriage, and partly 
on the common law doctrine that the husband is bound to provide 
his wife with necessaries, and the result of those two doctrines is 
that the Divorce Court, in actions where the wife had to defend 
herself, regarded the necessity of defence as a necessary in respect 
of which the wife was in a position to pledge her husband’s credit, 
It has been ag oan out that the solicitor in the Divorce Court 
could formerly draw his costs from day to day, on the assumption 
that the proceedings were properly commenced and carried on, 
so that the court could say that the case was one in which the 
carrying on of the prosecution or defence to the writ was in fact 
a necessary. Then came the case where the taxation took place 
every term, and finally the practice of giving security for costs 
and not making payment immediately. Under the last rule of 
ractice, the solicitor, even if the wife was unsuccessful, would 
entitled to recover her costs up to the amount of the security, 
on the ground that they were necessaries. The court exercised @ 
discretion in the matter of costs, and r. 159 of the Divorce Rules 
expressly provides for the payment of costs when a wife is 
unsuccessful. When, however, a solicitor comes in a common 
law action and is ready to support his case by the practice in the 
Divorce Court, he must stand in a hopeless position when he 
discloses facts which in all human probability Would prevent him 
from obtaining his costs in the Divorce Court itself. The case 
depends on whether the solicitor has brought himself within the 
common law rule under which a solicitor or a tradesman is 
entitled to recover his costs from the husband for necessaries 
rovided to the wife as his agent. The appeal fails and must be 
ismissed. ; 
ScRUTTON and ATKIN, L.JJ., concurred.—CouNsEL: Sir Hi 
Maddocks, K.C., and L. J. Acton Pile; F. Hinde and A. C. De 


Jackson. Soxicirors: Durnford & Son; Bentley & Jenkins, 


for R. Thurlow Baker, Southend-on-Sea. 
[Reported by T. W. Monaan, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


In re HUGHES’S SETTLEMENT: HUGHES v. SCHOOLING; and 
In re SMITH: HUGHES v. SCHOOLING. 
Tomlin, J. 26th June. 


MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT—COVENANT BY WIFE TO SETTLE—ALL 
PROPERTY TO WHICH SHE WAS THEN OR SHOULD DURING 
CoVERTURE BECOME ENTITLED, WHETHER IN POSSESSION, 
REVERSION OR OTHERWISE—EXCEPTION OF ‘‘ ANY LEGACY 
ok OTHER PROPERTY ACQUIRED AT ONE AND THE SAME TIME 
NOT EXCEEDING IN AMOUNT OR VALUE ”’ £200—AGGREGATION 
oF INTERESTS VESTING AT THE SAME TIME—WHEN REVER- 
SIONARY INTEREST IS TO BE VALUED. 





In a covenant to settle after-acquired property fixing a minimum, 
the absence of the words ‘“‘ from one and the same source ’’ following 
the words “‘ at one and the same time”’ is not in itself sufficient 
reason for suggesting that there must be aggregation. 


The time for ascertaining the value of the interests is when they 
rest in. possession. 


These were summonses taken out to ascertain whether certain 
shares under an old settlement and investments representing a 
legacy were to be paid to a daughter or to the trustees of her 
marriage settlement. The facts were as follows: By a marriage 
settlement dated 15th — 1872, trustees were directed to hold 
the settled property after the death of the survivor of the husband 
and wife in trust for all or any of the children or child of the then 
intended marriage who being a son or sons should actain the age 
of twenty-one years, or being a daughter or daughters should 
attain that age or marry under that age, and if more than one in 
equal shares. By the will dated 15th May, 1872, of the wife’s 
father, who died on 6th April, 1873, he gave to trustees the sum 
of £2,500 upon trust for investment and to pay the dividends 
or income thereof to his daughter during her life, and after her 
death upon trust to divide the capital thereof between her 
children equally, who should live to attain the age of twenty-one 
years. There were eight children of the marriage who all attained 
twenty-one years of age. Four daughters born after the death 
of the wife’s father married after they had attained twenty-one 
years of age, and in each case entered into an ante-nuptial settle- 
ment by which other property was settled, and each settlement 
contained a clause providing that “ all real and personal property 
(if any) not hereinbefore settled to which the said [intended wife] 
at the time of the said intended marriage or at any time during 
her now intended coverture shall be or become entitled whether 
in possession, reversion or otherwise (except moveable chattels 
and effects of household, domestic or personal use or ornament, 
and except also any legacy or other property acquired at one and 
the same time not exceeding in amount or value the sum of £200), 
shall as soon as circumstances admit ’’ be brought into settlement. 
A one-eighth share of the property comprised in the 1872 settle- 
ment was at the respective dates of these four marriage settle- 
ments of the daughters less in value than £200, and a one-eighth 
share of the investments representing the legacy of £2,500 was 
more in value than £200. In 1912 the husband died and the wife 
died on 19th December, 1923. At the latter date, which was the 
date when the interests of the four daughters under the 1872 
settlement and the will vested in ession a one-eighth share of 
the property comprised in the 1872 settlement was less in value 
than £200, and so also was a one-eighth share of the investments 
representing the legacy of £2,500. At all the above dates the 
value of the interests taken by a daughter under the 1872 
settlement and the will, if aggregated, exceeded £200. 


ToMuin, J., after stating the facts, said : So far as a daughter’s 
share under the 1872 settlement is concerned, it is clear it will 
not be caught by the daughter’s settlement unless it must be 
aggregated with her interest under the will. I think it plain that 
there should be no aggregation. The absence from the clause in 

uestion of the words ‘‘ from one and the same source ” following 
he words ‘‘ at one and the same time ”’ is no reason for suggesting 
that there must be aggregation. Nor can this exception in the 
clause be construed as applying only to future acquisitions of 
property. Further, the time for ascertaining the value of each of 
the interests taken by the daughter is when it is vested in 
possession upon the death of her mother. That is certainly the 
most convenient date, and the language of the clause suggests 
that it is the date when the daughter received an interest, whether 
in cash or in specie, that was intended to be the date for its 
valuation. It follows that the interests of each daughter 
under the 1872 settlement and the will are neither of them 
caught by the clause in such daughter’s settlement.—CouUNSEL : 
Turnbull; W. M. Hunt. Soxicrrors: Peacock & 


[Reported by L, M. May, Barrister-at-Law. 
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In re BALEN AND SHEPHERD’S CONTRACT. 
Tomlin, J. 27th June. 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER—ABSTRACT OF TITLE—CONVEYANCE 
IN FEE SIMPLE TO W—CONVEYANCE BY THE ADMINISTRATRIX 
oF W TO A PERSON RECITED 70 HAVE BECOME ENTITLED IN 
Equity—DEFECTIVE ABSTRACT—DEFECT OF TITLE— 
RESCISSION. . 

The principle which entitles a vendor to rely upon a recital, to 
the effect that a grantee to whom property was conveyed was entitled 
in equity, rests on the fact that, when a grantor is on the face of the 
abstract entitled legally and beneficially, he can admit, and is bound 
by a recital of, the equitable title of his grantee. i 
was not so entitled, the vendor ought to be allowed an 
proving that such recital of title in equity is true, as t 
necessarily defective by reason of the recital although the abstract 
be imperfect. . 

This was a vendor and purchaser summons by a purchaser 
asking for a declaration that a good title to the property had 
not been shown and to have the deposit returned on the footing 
that the contract had been rescinded. The facts were as follows : 
By a,contract contained in three letters the purchaser ed with 
the vendor to purchase freehold property at Westcliff and to 
‘* accept the vendor’s title provided such title is not defective.” 
The abstract of title was delivered and disclosed a conveyance on 
sale on 25th March, 1901, to C. H. Wade, who subsequently mort- 
gaged the property by a first mortgage dated 15th August, 1901, 
and by a second mortgage dated 7th October, 1902. The next 
document abstracted was a conveyance dated in 1908 and made 
between the second mortgagee, whose mortgage had been satisfied, 
of the first part, and the administratrix of C. H. Wade of the 
second part and G. A. Wade of the third part, and it was 
recited that C. H. Wade had died intestate on 10th October, 
1903. This conveyance then recited that G. A. Wade had become 
entitled to the property in equity subject to the first mort- 
gage, and the property was conveyed by the second mortgagee 
and the administratrix to G. A. Wade in fee simple freed 
from the second mortgage, but subject to the first mortgage. 
The abstract then traced the title from G. A. Wade to the 
vendor, and showed that in 1911 G. A. Wade paid off the first 
mortgage and sold the property. The purchaser asked by a 
requisition how G. A. Wade became entitled in equity to the 
property. The vendor replied that, when he purchased the 
property, he had accepted the recital that G. A. Wade had become 
entitled in equity as final, but that detailed information could be 
obtained at the sole expense of the purchaser. The purchaser 
repeated his requisition, and the vendor’s solicitors replied that 
it was for the administratrix of C. H. Wade to consider the 
equities affecting the property and to convey accordingly, and 
the recital in question was accordingly sufficient, and the only 
alternative was to inquire into the affairs of the Wade family, 
which would cause delay and involve both parties in expense, 
and at this distance of time seemed quite unnecessary. The 
purchaser replied to the effect that he did not propose to proceed 
with the matter as the title was clearly defective. The vendor 
replied that the purchaser was not entitled to cancel the contract, 
and thereupon proceeded to collect evidence which showed that 
G. A. Wade was a cestui que trust and had under a family 
arrangement become entitled to the property. The purchaser took 
out this summons. 

Tomutn, J., after stating the facts, said: In my judgment the 
purchaser is entitled to go behind the recital in the conveyance 
of 1908, as to the equitable title of G. A. Wade. The principle, 
entitling a vendor to rely upon a recital to the effect that a grantee. 
to whom the property is conveyed is entitled in equity, rests on 
the fact that, when a grantor is on the face of the abstract entitled 
legally and beneficially he can admit,and is bound by a recital 
of, the equitable title of his grantee, and that a pane yea taking 
from the grantee or his successors in title is not bound to enquire 
as to the instruments, acts in the law and events which found 
the grantee’s equitable title, and, getting in the legal estate, will 
not be affected with notice of any adverse equitable claim if in 
fact the grantee’s equitable title was defective. In the present 
case there is on the face of the abstract an outstanding interest 
in the heir-at-law of C. H. Wade, and there is no power, statutory 
or otherwise, for the administrator by admission to give away 
the heir’s interest. The purchaser was not, however, entitled 
on 28th January, 1924, to rescind the contract. The title is 
not necessarily defective. The abstract and the proof adduced 
were no doubt insufficient, but the vendor has offered to 
establish the correctness of the recital in question, and the 

urchaser is bound to give her a proper Po, pa gre of doing so. 

e summons therefore fails and must fail with the usual con- 
sequences.—COUNSEL: Galbraith, K.C., and Boraston; Gavin 
Simonds, K.C., and John Beaumont. So.icrrors: Vizard, 
Oldham, Crowder & Cash, for F. T. Fisher, Southend-on-Sea ; 
M. A. Jacobs. 








[Reported by L, M, May, Barrister-at-Law. 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY OF 
IRELAND v. THE KING. No.2. 16th April. 


Crown—IrisH FREE STATE—TRANSFER OF FuNcTioNns—Con- 
TRACT BETWEEN BoaRD OF TRADE AND IRISH RAILWAY 
Company—LIABILITY—IRISH FREE STATE (AGREEMENT) ACT, 
1922, 12 Geo. 5, c. 4, s. 1, s-s. (2)—PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT 
(TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS) ORDER, 1922—-CONSTITUTION OF 
IrntsH Free State, Art. 80. ‘ 


By a contract, partly verbal and partly contained in correspond- 
ence, the Board of Trade, in or about March, 1917, took over 
certain materials belonging to the suppliants and made certain 
alterations on their railway in Ireland and undertook to bear the 
cost of replacement. By Order in Council made in 1920 the liability 
of the Board of Trade under the contract was transferred to the 
Ministry of Transport. 

Held, that the liability of the British Government under the 

was not transferred to the Government of the Irish Free 
State by the legislation setting up the Irish Free State, and the 
suppliants were not by such legislation deprived of their right to 
petition the Crown for a declaration as to the liability of the Crown 
in respect of the contract. 

Decision of Rowlatt, J., 68 Sor. J. 443; 1924, 1 K.B. 154, 
reversed. 


Appeal from Rowlatt, J. A 
w. ratified by a memorandum in writing, was entered 
into at the offices of the Board of Trade on 20th 
March, 1917, between the President of the Board of Trade 
and one Neale, the general manager of the suppliants, 
the Great Southern and Western Railway of Ireland, 
relating to alterations in a railway line and the transfer of material 
to the Board of Trade, who were to pay certain sums to the 
suppliants. The suppliants carried out their part of the agree- 
ment, but the Ministry of Transport, acting as successors of the 
Board of Trade under the Ministry of Transport Act, 1919, and 
the Ministry of Transport (Board of Trade a of Powers) 
Order, 1919, made thereunder, disclaimed any liability to perform 
the agreement. Rowlatt, J., held that the effect of the legislation 
creating the Irish Free State was that the liabilities of the British 
Government under the contract were transferred to the Govern- 
ment of the Irish Free State, so that the suppliants could not 
maintain a petition of right for a declaratory judgment as to the 
liability of the Ministry of Transport, since the petition must be 
treated as embodying a claim against the British Exchequer only. 

BAnKEs, L.J., in his judgment, said: The suppliants seek by 
their petition of right a declaration of their rights as against either 
the Board of Trade or the Ministry of Transport. The answer 
of the Crown is that whatever rights the suppliants may have had 
against either of these Government Departments, those rights 
and consequent liabilities have been transferred by virtue of the 
Irish Free State (Agreement) Act, 1922, the Provisional Govern- 
ment (Transfer of Functions) Order, 1922, the Irish Free State 
Constitution Act, 1922, the Irish Free State (Consequential 
Provisions) Act, 1922, and the Adaptation of Enactments Act, 
1922, passed by the Irish Legislature, and are now only enforceable 

the Minister of Economic Affairs of the Irish Free State, 
the liability, if any, having ceased to be chargeable on Imperial 
Revenue, a revenue available to satisfy a petition of right, and 
having become chargeable on the revenue of the Irish Free State. 
Whether this answer is well founded or not depends on these 
Statutes and Orders, and it involves a critical examination of them. 
The first question for decision in the present case is whether in 
the Statutes and Orders in Council which have to be considered, 
the expressions ‘‘ contract” and ‘‘ agreement ’’ by the Govern- 
ment Department have not throughout been used in an incorrect 
sense as meaning an agreement or a contract entered into by a 
Department on behalf of the Crown, and “ liability ’’ of a Depart- 
ment as meaning an obligation which may or may not be 
recognized by the Crown, but which, in any event, is only 
enforceable by petition of right. The answer of the Attorney- 
General certainly uses the expressions in this incorrect sense and 
I think that the same view must be taken of the general language 
used in the Statutes and Orders in Council. Take, for instance, 
the Ministry of Transport Act, 1919, and the first two Orders in 
Council in order of date—namely, the Ministry of Transport 
(Board of Trade Exception of Powers) Order, 1919, No. 1440 of 
1919, and the Ministry of Transport (Athy Wolfshill and 

mer Colliery Railways Transfer of Property) Order, 
No. 2296 of 1920, by which the rights and liabilities of the Board 
of Trade in connection with these railways were traisferred to 
the Minister of Transport and were made enforceable against the 
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Minister of Transport in like manner as they would have been 
against the Board of Trade, and by which it was further provided 
that, in the construction of any contract made in relation to thege 
i inister of Transport should be 


substituted for the name of the Board of Trade. It appeang 
impossible to read the Orders without coming to the conclusion 
that the expressions ‘‘ contract ” and “ liability "’ are intended to 
include an agreement such as that made by the officials of the 
Board of Trade and the suppliants, and to include the kind of 
liability which such an agreement involves. I have come to the 
conclusion with reference to the Acts and Orders in Council that 
it is impossible to read the expressions as being confined to what 
would be accurately described as agreements made by a Govern- 
ment De ment. The argument for the Crown was in substance 
that, so far as the Acts and the Orders in Council setting up the 
Irish Free State and defining its constitution were concerned, it 
was a necessary consequence of the creation of the Free State and 
the transference of the powers and obligations of Government 
from the British Government, first to the visional Government 
and then to the Legislature of the Free State, that all such 
liabilities as those in question should be transferred, and that 
general words would be found in the Acts and the Orders in 
Council giving effect to the transfer. On the other hand, it wag 
contended for the suppliants that whatever the arrangements 
between the two Governments might be as to which of them 
should ultimately provide the money necessary to discharge the 
liability to the suppliants, there was nothing either in the Acts 
or the Orders in Council depriving the suppliants of their right 
to insist that the agreements made by them with the officials of 
the Board of Trade were subsisting ments with a Department 
of the British Government and enforceable by the appropriate 
machinery of a petition of right presented to the courts of this 
country. A careful examination of the Acts and Orders in 
Council has satisfied me that the suppliants’ contention is correct, 
Referring to the articles of agreement for a treaty between 
Great Britain and Ireland, dated 6th December, 1921, his lordship 
said: By this agreement Ireland was to have the same con 
stitutional status in the community of nations as Canada, 
Australia, New Zealand and South Africa, and a Provisional 
Government was to be constituted to which the British Govern- 
ment would transfer for a period of not exceeding twelve months 
the powers and machinery requisite for the discharge of its 
duties. These articles of agreement were given the force of law 
by the Irish Free State (Agreement) Act, 1922. The Act provided 
that Orders in Council might be made transferring to the Pro- 
visional Government established under Article 17 the powers and 
machinery therein referred to. The Attorney-General laid great 
stress on the concluding words of s. 1, s-s. (2), of that Act, which 
were that: “‘ Any er in Council under this section may 
contain such incidental, consequential, or supplemental pro- 
visions as may appear to be necessary or proper for the purpose 
of giving effect to the foregoing provisions of this section.” 
Attention is called to the fact that what is there referred to is 
the “ section,’’ and not the “ sub-section,’”’ and that as s-s. (1) 
gives statutory effect to the agreement creating the Irish Free 
State, the words quoted are wide _—— to permit of any 
necessary or proper provision being made for the transfer of the 
wers and obligations of the one Government to the other, 
do not agree with this view, as the words relied on are governed 
and controlled by the fact that they refer to something which is 
to be contained in an Order in Council made under that section, 
and the only Order in Council contemplated by the section is one 
confined to a transfer for the purpose of giving effect to Art. 17 
of the Treaty. However that may be, I fail to find in any Order 
in Council made under the section any provision having the 
effect contended for by the Crown. The er relied on is the 
Provisional Government (Transfer of Functions) Order. This 
Order deals primarily with the transfer of the functions in con- 
nection with the administration of public services in Southern 
Ireland heretofore performed by existing Government Depart 
ments and officers, and it provides that as from a given day they | 
shall be transferred to and me exercisable by the departments 
and officers of the Provisional Government. The sched 
transfers the administration of services in connection with t 
and commerce, 
functions hitherto 
the Board of Trade. 
referred to in the Order, there are a num 
visions in the nature of adjustments of account between the two- 
Governments and not in any way to touch such an obligation a8 


ormed by the Minister of a. 
Incidental to the transfer of the functions” 


right. The expression ‘functions’ used in the Order is used 


in reference to administrative functions, a short way of expressing e 
réquisite for the discharge of the _ Ma 





the “ powers and mac 
duties’ of the Provisional Government. I cannot read the 
transfer of the functions of the Minister of Transport in connection 
with the administration of public service in Ireland as havi 
reference to existing obligations such as the one the suppli 
seek to enforce. It seems doubtful whether the agreement 


aE 


rt, electricity and shipping, includiagi 
ber of financial pro- — 


the one the suppliants are seeking to enforce by their petition of — 
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ist April, 1922, between the two Governments fixing the date of 
has any reference to the suppliants’ claim, which would 
appear to be included in the ‘“‘ winding up of matters pending at 


eil* 


i be date of transfer,” which were excepted from the agreement 
Deang and as to which no date of transfer has apparently as yet been 
1sion fixed. For these reasons I think that down to this point nothing 
od to has been done affecting the suppliants’ right to proceed by way 
f the of petition of right in these courts, whatever may be the position 
id of as between the two Governments as to the ultimate responsibility 
> the n themselves for the discharge of the obligation sought 
that to be enforced py Ane suppliants. It is unnecessary to deal at 
what with the Irish Free State (Consequential Provisions) Act, 
7ern- 1922, which provided for the coming into operation of the 
ance Constitution of the Irish Free State, and for the making of such 
> the provisions as were consequential on or incidental to the establish- 
d, it ment of the Irish Free State, as there is nothing in these statutes 
and which bears on the matter. Article 80 of the Constitution pro- 
nent vided that as regards departmental property, assets, rights and 
nent liabilities, the Government of the Irish Free State was to be 


such regarded as the successors of the Provisional Government, and 
that to the extent to which functions of any department of the British 
's in Government become functions of the Government of the Irish 
was Free State, as the successors of the British Government. Section 15 
ents of the Adaptation of Enactments Act, 1922, provides for the 
continuance of pending contracts. Some limitation must be put 
» the upon the contracts and agreements referred to in that section 
Acts and which are so generously described as “ every contract and 
right  posarneill One would think that a necessary limitation is that 
Is of contracts and agreements must relate to something to be 
nent done in Southern Ireland and which it is intended should under 
riate existing conditions be performable by the appropriate Minister 
this or department of the Irish Free State. I do not myself think that 
s in a construction can be placed upon this section which would 
rect, include such agreements as the present from which the British 
veen Government has derived all the benefit for Imperial purposes 
ship which the agreements were intended to confer, and which remain 
con: unperformed only to the extent of making the promised payments. 
ada, For these reasons the appeal must be allowed and the declaration 
onal No. 1 must be granted, with the addition of words ‘‘ limiting the 
‘ern: payments to payments which will become due when the work 
nths covered by the agreements is actually completed in accordance 
its with the terms thereof.”’ 

law WARRINGTON and Scrutron, L.JJ., delivered judgments 
ided concurring in allowing the appeal.—CouNsEL: Sir John Simon, 
Pro- KC., J. A. Hawke, K.C., and J. F. Eales ; The Attorney-General 
and (Sir Patrick Hastings, K.C.), Sir Douglas Hogg, K.C., and Giveen. 






















reat Sonicirors : Peacock & Goddard ; The Treasury Solicitor. 

hich [Reported by T. W. Morgan, Barrister-at-Law.] 

may 

pro- . . ] . . . 

poe High Court—King’s Bench Division, 

“a HAWES v. STEPHENS. Div. Court. 1st May. 

Free Toop—SaLE oF MARGARINE—DESCRIPTIVE NAME—APPROVED 
any ADDITIONAL Worp—FurTHER Worps ADDED—‘‘ CHURNED 
the wirh Frese MILK ’’—BuTreR AND MARGARINE Act, 1907, 
—_ 1 Edw. 7, c. 21, s. 8. 

h is The inside wrapper of a parcel of margarine was sold with the 
ion, words ‘‘ Kernut Margarine churned with fresh milk” inscribed 
one hereon. The prefic ‘“‘ Kernut”’ had been added to the word 
17 Margarine’ with the consent of the Board of Agriculture and 
pder i Fisheries. The words ‘‘ churned with fresh milk’’ had been added 
the wWemaller type and without any such consent. 

rie Bela, that the words “ churned with fresh milk ” were not part 
rm the name or descriptive name of the goods sold, and that did 
etl ul constitute an infringement of the provisions of s. 8 of the Butter 
oa a Margarine Act, 1907. 

hey ™§ Maypole Dairy Co., Ltd. v. Patterson, 1923, S.C. (J.) 85, 
te didinguished. ‘ ae 

ois Case stated by a Metropolitan police magistrate, before whom 
ing (2? appellant was convicted upon an information for having in a 
_ Wrapper enclosing margarine described it by a name other than 





e,”’ or a name containing the word “‘ ” with 
Dro ‘iancy or other descriptive name approved by the Board of 

ricu ghey a eries, contrary to s. 8 of the Butter and 
ne Act, “ 






At the hearing of the summons it was 












n as 

not i that the outside wrapper of the package in question had 
ised Word ‘‘ margarine ” printed on it in half-inch block letters ; 
sing gee inside pper had the words “ Kernut Margarine, churned 
the — fresh ” printed thereon. The words “ Kernut 
the [ustearine ” were printed in two lines in capital block letters, and 
tion Mo Words “ churned with fresh milk” were printed below in 
any letters on a separate line. The Board of Agriculture 
nts heries had approved the use in connection with i 


name “ ut”? in combination with the word 









THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 
——eee>eeaeaeaea5qwqQna@5Qeqaqqnqn®qQ=0q0Q0GSSSSSSSSSssessSs SS 





[Vol. 68] 793 





“ margarine.” It was admitted that in the process of prepara- 
tion the margarine sold by the appellant was churned 


On behalf of the respondent it was contended that the’ 


word ‘“‘ Kernut’’ was a fancy name approved by the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries, but that the appellant was limited to 
that word, and that the additional words ‘‘ churned with fresh 
milk ’’ formed part of the descriptive name and contravened the 
provisions of s. 8 of the Butter and Margarine Act, 1907. On 
behalf of the appellant it was submitted that the words ‘‘ churned 
with fresh milk ”’ did not form part of the descriptive name of the 
article, but were a mere intimation to purchasers of the method 
rg og: in the preparation of the article, and had no relation 
to the “approved ” name which the manufacturer had bestowed 
on this particular brand of margarine. The magistrate, con- 
sidering the case indistinguishable from Maypole Dairy Co., Ltd. 
v. Patierson, supra, convicted the appellant, but stated this 
cease. By s. 8 of the Butter and rgarine Act, 1907, it is 
provided: ‘‘ If in any wrapper enclosing margarine, or on any 
package containing margarine, or on any label attached to a parcel 
of margarine, or in any advertisement or invoice of margarine, 
@ person dealing in margarine describes it by any name other than 
either ‘ margarine,’ or a name combining the word ‘ margarine ’ 
with a fancy or cther descriptive name approved by the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries and printed in type not larger than and 
in the same colour as the word ‘ margarine,’ he shall be guilty of 
an offence under this Act.’ 

Lord Hewart, C.J., delivering judgment, said that it was a 
commonplace to say that the decision must be looked at in 
relation to the particular facts upon which it turned, but that that 
observation appeared to be particularly applicable in a case where 
the question was whether a particular set of words did or did not 
constitute a part of a fancy or other descriptive name. In the 
Maypole Dairy Case the words were ‘“‘ Mayco Margarine mixed 
with Maypole Butter.’’ The words were quite different in the 
present case, and there could be no doubt that the learned 
magistrate made a mistake in thinking that the case before him 
was indistinguishable from the Scottish case. It appeared that 
he was not only wrong in the view which he took, but that he 
ought also to have dismissed the summons, inasmuch as the words 
in the present case were not part of a fancy or other descriptive 
name forbidden by law. In his lordship’s view the appeal 
succeeded. 

SHEARMAN, J., delivered judgment to the same effect, and 
Rocue, J., concurred. The appeal was, therefore, allowed.— 


CounsEL: Barrington Ward, K.C., and Frampton; Roland 
a Sonicrrors: Neve, Beck, Son & Co. ; . T. Ricketts 
a on. 


{Reported by J. L. Duwison, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WING v. DENT MAIN COLLIERY CO. LIMITED. 
Div. Court. 2nd May. 


Coat MINE—PROVISIONS RESPECTING REFUGE HOLEs - AND 
BoREHOLES—NON-COMPLIANCE WITH PROVISIONS AS TO 
SarFETY—PENALTIES—CONVICTION OF MANAGER—OMISSION 
To Convict Company ALsSO—CoaAL Mines Act, 1911, 1 & 2 
Geo. 5, c. 50, ss. 44, 68, 75, 101, 102. 


Separate informations were preferred against a colliery company 
and tts manager for non-compliance with certain statutory provisions 
for safety enacted by ss. 44 and 68 of the Coal Mines Act, 1911. 
The manager admitted full ibility and the justices imposed 
a penalty upon him and dismissed the informations against the 
company. A case was stated for the decision of the court as to 
whether the justices were entitled to dismiss the informations against 
the company. 


Held, that the offences not being of a trivial nature, the 
justices, in view of ss. 75 and 102 of the Act of 1911, were not 
entitled to dismiss the informations against the company and that 
the case must be remitted to them with a direction to convict. 

Case stated by Derbyshire justices. Informations were 
preferred against the respondent company, the owners of the 
Dent Main Colliery, Birley Wood, Mosborough, and inst its 
manager (1) for having failed to see that a certain ha’ e road 
was provided with sufficient refuge holes in compliance with 
the provisions of s. 44 (1) of the Coal Mines Act, 1911; (2) for 
having failed to comply with s. 68 of that statute in respect of 
the provision of bore-holes in a certain seam. The pit had 
become flooded and the er, in the course of his evidence, 
admitted full responsibility. e justices were satisfied that the 
offences charged under ss. 44 and 68 had been committed, and 
the manager was convicted, a fine of £20 being imposed upon him. 
They dismissed the informations against the company, but stated 
this case, the question bo Hee — being barge they were 

ified in dismissing the informations against the company. 

M s. 75 of the Act of 1911 it is provided that: ‘‘ Any person 
who contravenes or does not comply with any of the provisions 
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of this Part of this Act shall be guilty of an offence against this 
Act, and, in the event of any contravention of or non-compliance 
with any of the provisions of this Part of this Act by any n 
whomsoever, the owner, agent, and manager of the mine each 
be guilty of an offence against this Act, unless he proves that he 
had taken all reasonable means by publishing and to the best 
of his power enforcing those provisions to prevent that contra- 
vention or non-compliance.” tion 102 provides: ‘‘ (1) Where 
Pp i are taken under this Act against the owner or agent 
of a mine in respect of an offence under this Act for which the 
owner, agent, or manager or each of them is liable under this Act, 
the owner or agent shall not be liable to any penalty if he proves 
to the satisfaction of the Court—(a) that he was not in the habit 
of taking and did not in respect of the matters in question take 
any part in the management of the mine; and (b) that he had 
made all the financial and other provision n to enable the 
manager to carry out his duties; and (c) that the offence was 
carried out without his knowledge, consent, or connivance. 
(2) Save as above provided, it shall not be a defence in any pro- 
ceedings brought against the owner or agent of a mine under this 
Act in respect of such an offence as aforesaid that a manager of 
the mine has been appointed in accordance with this Act.” 

Lord Hewanrrt, C.J., delivering judgment, said that the question 
was whether in the circumstances, the justices had power to 

ismi the informations against the company. Here the 
manager had taken full responsibility and the justices had 
apparently thought that he could do so. It was not disputed 
that under certain circumstances, where an offence was of a 
trivial nature or where there were extenuating circumstances, and 
when it seemed inexpedient to inflict any punishment, justices 
had the power to dismiss an information. It was not, however, 
suggested in the present case, that the offences were of a trivial 
nature or that there were extenuating circumstances. In his view 
the justices were wrong, and the case must be remitted to them 
with a direction to convict. 

SHEARMAN and Rocue, J.J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—CounsEL: W. L. W. Campbell (Giveen with him). 
Souicrron: The Treasury Solicitor. 

[Reported by J. L. Dunrsox, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SALFORD CORPORATION v. HALE. Div. Court. 9th May. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT — Hovustnc — ReEpatrs— RECOVERY OF 
ExPEeNses— DEFAULT IN PAYMENT—SUPPLEMENTARY REMEDY 
—Hovsixne, Towns PLannine, &c., Act, 1919, 9 & 10 Geo. 5, 
c. 35, s. 28 (3), (4). 


Where it becomes necessary for a local authority to recover expenses 
incurred by them in connection with repairs executed by them under 
s. 28 of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919, they are not, 
by reason of their having in the first instance adopted the procedure 
prescribed by s-s.(3), precluded, in a proper case,from subsequently 
adopting the alternative procedure prescribed by s-s. (4). 


Case stated by the stipendiary magistrate at Salford. The 
appellants were the local authority for the Borough of Salford, 
within the meaning of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 
1919, and the respondent was the owner of houses in that borough 
to which s. 28 of that statute applied. The respondent failed to 
comply with a notice under that section requiring the execution 
of certain repairs on the premises, and the appellants executed 
the repairs and sent to him, on the 24th July, 1922, an account 
in respect of the expenditure thereby incurred. As a result an 
agreement was come to between them and the respondent 
under which, in December, 1922, he paid a portion of the mone 
and agreed to pay the balance by quarterly payments. He failed, 
however, to make any further paymente, and in August, 1923, 

made orders under 8. 28 (4) declaring the expendi- 

payable by monthly instalments. The respondent 

pay the first monthly instalment and the appellants 

@ summons for the recovery of the first instalment. 

was contended on his behalf that, as a complete account had 
to him by the appellante on the 24th July, 1922, they 

had elected to recover the money under #-s. (3) of s. 28, and that, 
they had not taken proceedings for the recovery of the money 
ithin 2x months from that date, they were not entitled at that 
stage to proceed under s-«. (4) of the section. The appellants 
that the remedics under ss. (3) and ss. (4) were 
alternative. and that the iod of six months (see Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 184%, 11 12 Vict., c. 43, 8. 11] did not begin 
to run until default had been made under the orders of August, 
' ) a magistrate agreed with the respondent's 
dismissed the application, but stated this case. 

Section 26 of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919, 
pvides (eub-section (2)): “ Any expenses incurred by the 
authority under this section may be recovered in a court of 
oummmary jurndiction, together with interest at a rate not 
eR iething po caters poe extuan Sram Be Sete af berview at 6 
GeanasA fur pase payment thereof from the owner, and 
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until recovery of such expenses and interest the same shall 
charge on the premises. In all summary proceedings by 
local authority for the recovery of any such expenses the ti 
within which such p i may be taken shall be reckoned 
from the date of the’service of notice of demand.” Sub-section (4; 
The local authority may by order declare any such expenses to 
payable by monthly or annual instalments within a period no 
exceeding thirty years with interest at a rate not exceeding £5 
centum per annum from the date of the service of notice of de 
until the whole amount is paid, and any such instalment anj 
interest or any part thereof may be recovered in a su 
manner from the owner or occupier, and, if recovered from the 
occupier, may be deducted by him from the rent of such premises; 
Lord Hewakt, C.J., delivering judgment, stated the nature of 
the case, and said that the point was, shortly, that the respondent 
contended that, as the appellants had sent to him on 24th July, 
1922, an account setting out the whole of the expenses said to hayg 
been incurred under s. 28 of the Housing, Town Planning, &, 
Act of 1919, they had elected to recover the money under s-s, (3) 
of s. 28 and inasmuch as the appellants had failed to take pm 
ceedings for the recovery of those expenses within six monthy 
of the sending of the account, the appellants could not now 
proceed under s-s. (4) of the said section. In other words, th 
contention was that s-s. (3) and s-s. (4) were to be treated a 
alternatives, each of which excluded the other, and that, if 
local authority decided to proceed under s-s. (3), it could no 
afterwards, even at the request of the other party, proceed unde 
s-s. (4). What the court had to do was to construe the words 
of the section. One other fact ought to be mentioned. After the 
expenses had been incurred, and after the account for the whol 
sum had been sent by the appellants to the respondent, negotia- 
tions were entered into between them. As a result of thos 
negotiations an agreement was come to for payment by instal 
ments. That was not in terms, it would seem, an agreement that 
the appellants should make an order for the payment by instal 
ments, but an agreement to pay by instalments. What exactly 
the terms of that agreement were their lordships did not ; 
as the document was not before them. Thereafter, one paymen 
having been made by the respondent, he made default, and after 
that default the appellants proceeded to make orders ue 
s-s. (4), declaring the expenses incurred to be payable by 
respondent by monthly instalments, and it was a complaint that 
such an instalment was not paid when due that led to the — 
of the present case. In his lordship’s opinion, the contention 
the respondent, which was obviously audacious, was wrong. The 
respondent said, in effect : True, I was asked to pay the full sum, 
and, true, I negotiated with the local authority to pay by instal 
ments. True, also, I made default; but, having made default, 
I now turn round to the local authority and say: You cannot 
make an order for payment by instalments. That was the kind 
of contention and the kind of attitude which did not immedi 
excite great sympathy, and yet they might be right. In 
lordship’s opinion, however, they were not right. They de 
upon the view that these two sub-sections in this statute wer 
mutually exclusive. His lordship did not think that was the case. 
He was not in the least suggesting that s-s. (4) of the statute could 
be used by way of colourable attempt to enforce a payment 
could not otherwise be made. He was not saying that at all 
but he was not in the least satisfied that if a local authority be 
with an intention to recover the total sum in one payment 
s-s. (3), and then chose to hold its hand, it was debarred by that 
action from proceeding under s-s. (4), which contained no limit 
of time within which the order might be made, to order that the 
sum should be paid by instalments. In his opinion, therefor, 
the learned stipendiary did not come to a correct determing 
in law, and the case ought to go back to him with a direction 
the respondent should be ordered to pay the sum deman 
SHEARMAN, J., delivering a judgment to the same effect, 
that in his view it was open to the local authority to em 
8-6. (4) as a supplementary and additional remedy in a prope 
case. He had no reason to suppose that they did not do it ims 
proper case, and therefore they had the right to go to the 
ee and enforce the payment of the instalmem 
u 8-6. (4). : 
RocueE, J., concurred, and the ap was spewed Cae 
Montgomery, K.C., and William Allen ; y 4 Atkinson, KA& 
and G. W. Bailey. Soucrrons: Sharpe, Pritchard & Co., it 
L. C. Evans, Town Clerk, Salford; Maples, Teesdale & Co., 
F. W. Watson, Manchester. 


(Reported by J, L. Demisom, Barrister-at-Law, 





Many distinguished judges end lawyers, members of 6 
American Bar »clation, arrived at Southampton on ‘1 
evening by the Aquitania. Among the 400 delegates who f 
the advance guard were a number of women lawyers, incl 
Mise Fanny Holtzmann, counsellor-at-law, the youngest membe 
A »pecial train took the delegates to London. 


end, hy 

















' WILLIAMS v. BRITANNIC MERTHYR STEAM COAL CO. 
LIMITED. Div. Court. 2nd June. 


LANDLORD AND 'TENANT—-EMERGENCY L2EGISLATION—RENT 
RESTRICTION ACTS—NOTICE OF INCREASE OF RENT—RECOVERY 
oF OVERPAYMENTS OF RENT—TIME WITHIN WHICH PAYMENTS 
RECOVERABLE—EFFECT OF NOTICE OF INCREASE UNAC- 

COMPANIED BY NOTICE TO QuIT—INCREASE OF RENT AND 

MorTGAGE INTEREST (RESTRICTIONS) AcT, 1920, 10 & 11 Geo. 5, 
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nothing could have been recovered back by the tenant. But 
s. 8 (1) limited the effect of the amendment in regard to the 
landlord’s right to recover, limiting it by preventing it from 
making increased rent recoverable in of any rental period 
which ended more than six months before the date of the order 
for amendment. Therefore it remained in the terms of the 
statute irrecoverable, and being irrecoverable under the terms of 
the statute, it seemed to fall within the words of s. 1 of the Act of 
1920, and falling within that it fell within s. 14 of the Act of 1920, 
and so, if paid, could be recovered by the tenant, to a contention 
on behalf of the tenant that the powers of amendment did not 
extend to the amendment of a notice of increase which was bad 


| for want of a notice to quit, his lordship was of opinion that that 


| view was too narrow, and that the power must be held to extend 
| to the omission of failing to incorporate the notice to quit with the 


- c. 17,8. 14 (1)—ReEnT REstRicTions (NOTICES OF INCREASE) 
from the f 
-emises," AcT, 1923,13 & 14 Geo. 5, c. 13, s. 1 (1)—RENT AND MORTGAGE | 
ature of INTEREST RESTRICTIONS AcT, 1923, 13 & 14 Geo. 5, c. 32, 
spondent ss. 6 (1), 8. 
me Acounty court judge, under the powers conferred on him by s. 6 (1) | 
l to have the Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, 1923, amended 
ron certain invalid notices of increase of rent so as to make them valid. 
ake pro- Held, that, under the amended notices, the landlord was, in respect | 
months i of past payments, only entitled to recover in respect of payments | 
not now Me made not more than six months before the date of the order of the 
rds, the Me county court judge; that the tenant was entitled to recover under | 
sated as ME s. 14 (1) of the Act of 1920 in respect of periods before that period; | 
t, if the Me and that the power to amend invalid notices of increase of rent 
uld not He extended to notices of increase of rent with which notices to quit had 
d under HE not been incorporated. 
‘ter = Appeal from the decision of a county court judge. The county | 
e whole I court judge, under the power conferred upon him by s. 6 (1) of 
negotia- the Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, 1923, amended 
f those Mm several notices of increase of rent (dated in 1920, 1921 and 1922 | 
> instal. fy Tespectively) which, in various respects, failed to comply with the | 
ont that My statutory form. Only one of the notices in question contained a 
7 instal fy notice to quit. In an action by the tenant to recover moneys 
exactly alleged by him to have been overpaid the county court judge 
t know, gm amended the notices, and held that all moneys paid under the 
ayment notices, which had been made good by amendment, could be 
nd after Me tetained by the landlord. The tenant, appealing from_ the | 
- under ag decision of the county court judge, contended that the landlord | 
by the could only retain payments made in respect of a rental period | 
nt that ending less than six months before the date of the order of the 
county court judge. By s. 6 (1) of the Rent and Mortgage 
ation Restrictions Act, 1923, it is provided: “‘ The County Court, if 


satisfied that any error or omission in a notice of intention to 


il a increase rent, whetber served before or after the passing of this | 
instal Act, is due to a bond fide mistake on the part of the landlord, | 
lefault, shall have power to amend such notice, by correcting any errors 

cannot and supplying any omissions therein, which, if not corrected or | 


oa, = 
2 ® 


Be 
ge 


supplied, would render the notice invalid, on such terms and 
@aditions as respects arrears of rent or otherwise as ap 
the Court to be just and reasonable, and, if the Court so 


P wert had effect as a valid notice.’’ Section 8 (1) provides: ‘ No 
e case. increase of rent which becomes payable by reason of an amend- | 
e could # ment of a notice of increase made by order of the county court | 
. which under this Act shall be recoverable in respect of any rental period 
at all; which ended more than six months before the date of the order.” 


ii 


after the passing of this Act, been 







7 mortgage interest, being a sum which is by virtue of this Act, or 
vat the fe S2Y ct repealed by this Act, irrecoverable by the landlord or 
refore, mortgagee, the sum so paid shall be recoverable from the landlord 

or mortgagee who received the payment . . . by the tenant or 
na mortgagor by whomit was paid,andanysuchsum ...may... 
ded. be deducted by the tenant or mortgagor from any rent or interest 
, said ae by him to the landlord or mortgagee.” By s. 1 (1) of the 
mploy nt Restrictions (Notices of Increase) Act, 1923, it is provided, 
proper in connection with s. 3 (2) of the Act of 1920, that a notice of 
it ins tion to increase rent shall have effect as if it were also 





&noiice (o terminate the existing tenancy. 

Row att, J., delivering judgment, said that the point raised 
by the appellant was that all that could be retained by the 
landlord was payments made in respect of a rental period which 
ended less than six months before the date of the order ; because 

8 8 (1) of the Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act 

1923 these payments were all the payments which the landlord 

have recovered. By s. 1 of the Act of 1920 increases of 

tent above the standard rent were made irrecoverable from the 

t, and s, 14 gave the right to a tenant who had paid rent, 

would have been irrecoverable, to recover it; so that it 

made what the tenant could recover depend upon its irrecovera- 

by the landlord, It appeared that many invalid notices 

n served, and especially so because no notice to quit had 

ianeven. By the Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions Act, 
a6 power to amend them waa given. ‘The power to amend by 
it 


the full 






a ie 
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have made them good to all intents and purposes, ao that 





Made the notices good as notices, and if it had stopped there | 


r to | 
irects, | 
the notice as so amended shall have effect and be deemed to have | 


notice of increase of rent. 

BRANSON, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CoUNSEL : 
Montgomery, K.C., and A. T. James ; Campion, K.C., and Rees, 
Soxtcrrors: Billing & Co., for J. Jones, Pugh & Davey, Ponty- 


| pridd; Bell, Brodrick & Gray, for Kensholes & Prosser, Aberdare. 


[Reported by J. L. Dusison, Barrister-at-Law.] 








In Parliament. 


New Statutes. 


On 14th July the Royal Assent was given to :— 
West Indian Islands (Telegraph) Act, 1924. 
Auxiliary Air Force and Air Force Reserve Act, 1924. 
Small Debt (Scotland) Act, 1924. 
County Courts Act, 1924. 
Prevention of Eviction Act, 1924. 
Pacific Cable Act, 1924. 
Marriages Validity (Provisional Orders) Act, 1924. 
And to a number of Provisional Orders, Local and Private Acts. 





House of Lords. 


2nd July. Small Debts (Scotland) Bill. Read a Second time 
and committed to a Committee of the whole House. 

3rd July. Seditious and Blasphemous Teaching to Children 
Bill. Second Reading, moved by Lord Danesfort, carried by 
102 to 28, and Bill referred to a Committee of the whole House. 

Prevention of Eviction Bill. Consideration of Commons 
Amendment and reasons for disagreeing with Lords Amendments. 
Lords Amendments insisted on except that for distinguishing 
against aliens in applying the test of hardship. 

Chartered Associations (Protection of Names and Uniforms). 
Read a Second time and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House. 

County Courts Bill. On motion of the Lord Chancellor, 
Viscount Haldane, read a Second time and committed to a 


Committee of the whole House. 
8th July. Liquor (Popular Control) Bill. Second Reading 
50 


| debate resumed. Bill rejected by 166 to 50. 


ay 14 (1) of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest Act, | 
, it is provided: ‘‘ Where any sum has, whether before or | 
id on account of any rent or | 


rent could have been recovered by the landlord and | themselves in 


9th July. Guardianship of Infants Bill. Considered in 
Committee. 

Legitimacy Bill. Read a Second time and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 

Town Planning Bill. Read a Third time and sent to Commons. 

10th July. London Traffic Bill. Read a Second time and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House. 

Church of Scotland (Property and Endowments) Bill. 
Considered on Report. 

14th July. County Courts Bill. Read the Third time. 

Council of the League of Nations. Statement by the Lord 
President of the Council, Lord Parmoor, as to the last meeting. 

Royal Commission on the Law of Lunacy. Motion to enable 
Commission to call witnesses and take evidence on oath 


agreed to. 
15th July. Law of Property Act (Postponement) Bill. The 
Lord Chancellor (Viscount Haldane) introduced a Bill to 
the coming into operation of the Law of Property Act, 1922, until 
the Ist January, 1926, 

Companies Amendment (Co-partnership) Bill, Considered in 
Committee, 


House of Commons. 
Questions. 


ARREARS OF RATES, SHEFFIELD. 


Mr. C. Winson (Leeds, Central) asked the Minister of H 
whether the district auditor has called his attention to 
diMeulties in which the Sheffield and Reoleshall overseers 
regard to arrears of rates, which is due im part 


see 
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the markedly depressed state of the city’s trade and in to the 
abandonment in 1921 of the rating of owners ; whether he is aware 
that under the provisions of the Rent Restrictions Act, and as a 
result of the case of Nicholson v. Jackson in the Court of Appeal, 
it was decided that any advantage accorded to the owner as a 
result of compounding should be enjoyed by the tenant; and, 
seeing that it is not possible to revert to compounding without an 
amendment of the Rent Restrictions Act and that, in the opinion 
of the overseers, compounding provides the only means whereby 
tenants in smaller properties can pay their rates, if he will 
consider whether a short Bill can be introduced in order to relieve 
a very serious situation in many parts of the country ? 

Mr. WHEATLEY: I am aware of the Report which has been 
made by the auditor as to the arrears of rates in the parishes 
referred to, and I am considering what action can best be taken 
in the matter, but I am not prepared to introduce legislation which 
would have the effect of increasing the tenant’s rent. 

(9th July.) 


BANKRUPTCY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HANNON (Moseley) asked the President of the Board of 
Trade whether it is proposed to publish the evidence given before 
the Bankruptcy Committee ; and when he anticipates that the 
Report of the Committee will be ready for publication ? 

Mr. WEBB: The Committee have only recently their 
inquiry, and I cannot say when they will be in a position to report. 
The question of publishing the evidence will be considered at a 
later stage. 


MAGISTRATES (APPOINTMENTS). 


Mr. Scurr (Stepney) asked the Prime Minister whether he is 
aware that considerable dissatisfaction exists regarding the 
appointment of persons to be justices of the peace ; and whether 
he will have legislation introduced permitting local authorities 
to appoint some of their number for a limited period of years as 
justices, thus following the practice which prevails in Scotland ? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I have been asked to reply. I am 
not aware that any dissatisfaction exists regarding the method of 
selecting and appointing persons to be justices of the peace in 
England. The “ismmative method suggested by the hon. Member 
was not recommended by the Royal Commission on the Selection 
of Justices of the Peace, which considered both the Scottish and 
the English systems, and I do not think it necessary or desirable 
to introduce legislation on the subject. (15th July.) 


Bills Presented. 


Registration of Ships, etc., Bill—‘‘ to consolidate and amend 
the Law relating to the registration, ownership, measurement, 
tonnage, and national character of merchant ships and to kindred 
matters ; and for purposes connected therewith’: Mr. Sexton. 
[Bill 198.) (9th July.) 

Public Works Loans Bill—*“‘ to grant money for the purpose of 
certain local loans out of the Local Loans Fund ; and for other 
purposes relating to local loans”: Mr. William Graham. 
[Bill 199.) 

Isle of Man (Customs) Bill—‘‘ to amend the Law with respect 
to Customs in the Isle of Man”: Mr. William Graham. [Bill 200.] 

(10th July.) 

Hours of Industrial Employment Bill—* to limit the hours of 

work in industrial undertakings’: Mr. Shaw. [Bill 204.] 
(14th July.) 

Rating Returns Bill—* to enable overseers and assessment 
committees (outside the Metropolis) to obtain Returns”: 
Mr. Rawlinson. [Bill 206.) 

Roads Improvement Bill—‘‘ to make further provision for the 
improvement of roads and for purposes co d therewith ” : 
Mr. Gosling. [Bill 207.] 

Scottish Stone of Destiny Bill—‘ to provide for the removal 
of the Scottish Stone of Destiny from Westminster Abbey to 
Holyrood Palace, Edinburgh’: Mr. Kirkwood, on leave given, 
by 201 to 171. (Bill 208.) @ (15th July.) 


Ge 
Bills under Consideration. 
Sth July (continued), Finance Bill. Considered in Committee. 
New clause, moved by W. Dennis Herbert :— 

(Estate Duty).—¥or determining the rate of estate duty 
to be paid on property passing on the death of the deceased 
any property so passing which, under a ition not made 
by the deceased, passes immediately on the death of the 
deceased to some person other than the wife or husband, or a 
ST Paeaten, oF © Benes Cueaes a Be. Restens, tae 
not be . with any other , but 6 be an 
cotate by itself, and the estae duty be at the proper 
graduated rate on the principal value thereof, 





Mr. W. Graham, Financial Secretary to the Treasury, aj 
I am sure the Committee will forgive me if I do not enter iy 
detail on this question as I think the case can be quite shor 
stated. It is true, as suggested, that this was originally in f 
in the Finance Act, 1894, but after on aa | that was ameni 
in the Finance Act, 1900, and, as I unders the hon. Memk 
mg some to put the position back as it was in 1894; that is tog 

take out of the aggregation for the purposes of Estate Dyp 
this estate, in respect of which the deceased party did not 
a will, under his disposition. It is ectly plain, that for 
practical purposes to-day, that cuts across the principle , 
aggregation for Estate Duty purposes. I take the Report of 
very distinguished Committee which considered this ! 
1899-1900. They made it perfectly clear that " hardshi 
which existed would be removed by their proviso. In the lig, 
of their Report and the Finance Act, 1900, as it amended t 
position, I am afraid it would be impossible to depart from 
at the present day. The Committee will not expect a k 
reply because it is impossible to-night to make an inroad into ty 
accepted principle of tion for the pu of Death D 
without exposing ourselves to very great risks in several d 
and substantial of revenue. 

The clause was negatived. 

New clause, moved by Lieut.-Colonel Guinness :— 
(Death Duties of Married Persons.)—In the case of 
rson dying after the passing of this Act no estate duty 

egacy or succession duty shall be levied in respect of ay 

a ome | which passes on the death of such person to 

us or wife of such person. ee 

Mr. W. Graham said: It is quite clear that my hon. and gallay 

Friend, a predecessor in office, does not expect us to accept th 
Amendment. The system of the Estate Duties is well kne 
hon. Members in parts of the Committee. It is 

a duty upon the aggregation of property without any prefereng 
to the destination. It will be very dangerous from many poin 
of sy -_ Sener the — principle — > a and 
gallant Member suggests. e proposal of the Mover of th 
Amendment were adopted the cost would be approximatey 
seven millions perannum. That being so, it is quite unnec 

for me to use other arguments than that my right hon. F 
cannot afford that sum. 

The clause was negatived. 

New clause, moved by Sir Geoffrey Butler :— 
(Exemption from Income Tax of Research te 

Income arising from a studentship or fellowship gran 

trust to a person exclusively for the purpose of hi pur 

research studies under the auspices of any universit G 

Britain shall be ne Income Tax (inclu upe 

and no account shall be taken of any such income in computig 

yee amount of income for the purposes of the Income 


Rejected by 185 to 100. 

New clause moved by Sir Herbert Nield :— 

(Amendment of 8 & 9 Geo. V., c. 5, Schedule FE, Rule 9.)- 

charging under Schedule E the » fees, wages, or J 

of a person appointed to exercise the office of Recorder (re¢ 

to hold Courts of uarter sessions otherwise than in and for 

ye of London) shall be allowed such person by way@ 

deduction such reasonable sums in of travelling expens 
between his place of business or residence and the place wi 
the said Courts of quarter sessions shall be held by him, 
also such incidental expenses and expenditure of money whol} 
exclusively, and necessarily and expended by him# 
the performance of the said duties, as may allowed by 
Commissioners having jurisdiction. 
Rejected by 164 to 85. 

Other new clauses were pro and either rejected or 
drawn, with the exception of a clause ‘‘ Annual value for 
eereane of duty on excise licences,”” which was pro 

. 8. Roberts and accepted, and the Bill as amended t 
further considered. 

9th July. Unemployment Insurance (No. 2) Bill. As am 
in the Standing Committee, considered and adjourned. 

ilth an a Old Age Pensions Bill. Considered in Com 
and amended. 

Isle of Man (Customs) Bill. Read a Second time, con 
in Committee and reported without amendment. 

Public Works Loan Bill and Te h (Money) Bill. Read 
Second time and committed to a ttee of the le Howe 
Carriage of Goods by Sea Bill (Lords), Not amended in 

Commi and the 


, read ° 
os abide caenln tooadiin to dincgreed to try the Cc 
r ng on en e Com 
t with the Lords not insisted on. 
Validity (Provisional Orders) Bill. Not amended? 
the Committee, considered read the Third time 
14th July. Telegraph (Money) Bill. Considered in Com 
and reported without amendment. 


July 10, 190)? 
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9, 1924 
Oper Bill. Read a Second time and committed to a 
Standing Committee. 
{5th July. Finance Bill, as amended, considered. 

clause moved by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 


fr. Snowden :— 

(Explanation of Income Tax deduction to be annexed to dividend 
warrants, etc..—{1) Every warrant or cheque or other order 
drawn or made, or ss to be drawn or made, after the 
thirtieth day of November, nineteen hundred and twenty-four, 
in payment of any dividend or interest distributed. by any 
eompany, being a company within the meaning of the Com- 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, or a company created by 
patent or by or in pursuance of an Act of Parliament, 

shall have annexed thereto or be accompanied by a statement 

in writing showing— a 

(a) the gross amount which, after deduction of the Income 
Tax appropriate a corresponds to the net amount 
dj; an 
(b) the rate and the amount of Income Tax appropriate to 
such gross amount ; and 
(ec) the net amount actually paid. 

(2) If a company fails to comply with the provisions of this 
Section, the a shall in respect of each offence incur a 
penalty of ten pounds. 

Provided that the aggregate amount of any penalties imposed 
under this Section on any company in res of offences 
connected with any one distribution of dividends or interest 
shall not exceed one hundred pounds. 

Mr. Snowden said: This clause fg See that a company with 

warrant or cheque or other order drawn or made in payment 
of dividends or interest distributed by the company s accom- 
pany it with a statement in writing showing the amount 
which, after deduction of Income Tax appropriate thereto, 
corresponds to the net amount actually paid and the rate and 
the amount of Income Tax appropriate to such gross amount ; 
also the net amount wm ae - On the Committee stage of 
the Bill several hon. Members raised this question, and my 
hon. Friend the Financial Secretary promised that it should have 
consideration. This new clause is the result of that consideration. 
It deals only with com es, and I hope that the clause now 
forward will meet with the approval of hon. Gentlemen. If 
should happen that after it has been - into operation it is 
found that other grievances exist, they, I promise, will be duly 
considered. 

Mr. A. M. Samuel: I think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has met us very fairly, and I am much obliged to him for so doing. 
The clause will doa t deal to remedy the grievances complained 
of. I note what the right. hon. Gentleman says that if it is 
necessary, after finding how the clause works, to deal with other 

ts, he will — in @ ie gen to meet the difficulty, and I 

him for that. Ma make one or two suggestions ? 
Does he not think it would be a good thing to have a common 
form on which dividend statements should be made ? A common 
form was used in the Rent Restrictions Act, and I think there 
need be no difficulty about doing it in this case. I could draft a 
form in about twenty minutes which would help the companies 
Agood deal and save a lot of trouble lateron. Let us have a com- 
mon form to apply to all companies. The other proposal I have 
to make—whether it should be enacted by law I do not say—but 
it is that the companies should be asked to state on their dividend 
statements for what period ~~ pay. It is very difficult for 
an peerty person to know, when claiming back dividends, 
whether they shall be paid back at the rate in force when the 
daim was made, or whether they should be repaid at the rate 
during the time the earning of the dividend occurred. I under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman to indicate that this clause will 
give effect to my s ion that the dividend statements should 
state for what period the dividend takes effect. 

Clause added to the Bill. 

Among other amendments :— 

New clause, moved by Mr. Rawlinson :— 

(Exemption of Easter Offerings from Income Tax.)—Easter 
peeing: Leno > paid to m of religion shall be exempt 

ncome tax. 
Rejected by 256 to 176. 

New clause, moved by Sir J. Marriott :— 

(Extension of 2. 14 of Finance Act, 1900.)}—(1) All such relief 
8s might have been given under s. 14 of the Finance Act, 1900, 
48 amended by su uent enactments (but not s.2 of 
the path Deties in War) Act, 1914 4 aus 
death dut: yable on property passing on ea certain 

heme eage on is aos 3 pe Ed 
les paya on t ° persons 
to whom this section applies, who die wounds inflicted, 
accidents occurring, or disease con while on active 
ae. Aust 06 seemny, of on tetvine walsh is of © waste 
nature or w » in opinion Treasury, 
involves the same risks as active service. 
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(2) The persons to whom this section applies are the members 
of His Majesty’s Forces who are sub either to the Naval 
Discipline Act or to mili law, whether as officers, non- 
commissioned officers, or soldiers, under Part V of the Army 
Act, or to the Air Force Act. : 

(3) This secvion shall apply in the case of any ns dying 
from any such causes aforesaid arising after the thirty-first 
day of August, nineteen hundred and twenty-one. ; 

Accepted. 
Bill read the Third time. 
Isle of Man (Customs) Bill. Read the Third time. 


Resolution. 
LUNACY LAWS. 


1lth July. The Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry of 
Health (Mr. Arthur Greenwood) moved :— 

“That it is expedient that a tribunal be established for 
yn into a matter of urgent public importance, that is 
say :-— 

(1) The existing Law and administrative machinery in 
England and Wales in connection with the certification, 
detention, and care of persons who are or are alleged to be 
of unsound mind ; 

(2) The extent to which provision is or should be made in 
England and Wales for the treatment without certification 
of persons suffering from mental disorder.” 

He said: The object of this Resolution is to give the Royal 
Commission set up to inquire into the administration of the 
Lunacy Laws the power of summoning witnesses and of hearing 
their evidence on oath and also to give to the witnesses themselves 
the privilege enjoyed by witnesses in courts of law. Ordinarily 
a Royal Commission has no power of summoning witnesses or 
hearing evidence on oath and the privilege enjoyed by witnesses 
who voluntarily come to give evidence before a Royal Com- 
mission, so far as actions for libel and slander are concerned, is 
at most a qualified and not an absolute privilege. To remedy 
this state of things the Tribunal of Inquiry (Evidence) Act, 1921, 
was passed with a view to securing those b mt for a Royal 
Commission. [He quoted s. 1 of that Act.] e Chairman of the 
Commission on Lunacy Laws has represented to the Government 
that in this Bill it is essential they should be vested with the 
powers conferred by the Act of 1921, and I move this resolution 
in the hope that the House will agree to those powers being 
given. 


Motion agreed to. 








New Orders, &c. 


THE IRISH BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council to determine 
the questions stated by the Government in reference to Article 12 
of the Irish Treaty is to meet on Tuesday next. The Committee 
is composed of :— 

Lord Dunedin, 
Lord Blanesburgh, 
The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Hugh Jenkins, formerly Chief 

Justice of the High Court, Bengal. 

= Right Hon. Sir Adrian Knox, Chief Justice of Australia, 
an 

The Right Hon. Lyman P. Duff, Judge of the Supreme Court 
of Canada. 

The questions, briefly stated, are (1) whether a Commission 
can be competent to determine the boundary in the absence of 
a Commissioner appointed by Northern Ireland ; (2) whether, if 
the answer to (1) is in the negative, it is competent for the Crown 
to instruct the Governor of Northern Ireland, in default of advice 
from his Ministers, to make an appointment, and in that event 
whether the Commission would be duly constituted ; (3) whether, 
if the answer to (2) is in the negative, it is competent for the 
Crown to make the appointment, and in that event whether the 
Commission would be duly constituted ; and (4) if the answers 
to the three preceding questions are in the negative, whether 
there is any constitutional method of the Commission 
into existence so long as the Ministers of Northern Ireland 
maintain their refusal to appoint a Commissioner. 


A UNIVERSAL APPEAL 
To Lawyers: For a Posroarp om a GuINEA FOR A MODEL 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 
No. 19, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
Capital Stock £400,000 
Debenture Stock ... sm oe £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at ihe Society's Office. 
G. H MAYNE, Secretary. 








Societies. 


Society of Public Teachers of Law. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The 16th annual general meeting of the Society of Public 
Teachers of Law was held at Oxford, in the Codrington Library, 
All Souls College, on Saturday morning. After the ordinary 
business of the Society had been transacted, the President of the 
Society (Professor oldsworth, K.C., D.C.L.) delivered an 
address on “ The Vocation of a Public Teacher of Law.” He 
pointed out that public teachers of law were a comparatively 
new branch of the legal profession, and that this new branch 
needed its own organization for the discussion of its problems. 

For the ensuing year Professor Brierly (Oxford) was elected 
President, and Professor Buckland (Cambridge) Vice-President. 
Dr. Winfield was re-elected Treasurer, and Dr. Burgin Honorary 
Secretary. 

At an afternoon meeting, an address was given by Lord Justice 
Atkin, on “‘ The Future Development of English Law,” and a 
paper was read by Professor Levy-Ulimann, of the University 
of Paris, on “‘The Teaching of Comparative Law.”’ Lord 
Justice Atkin emphasized that the law was still capable of 
development, and considered that the Society was peculiarly well 
fitted to advise and assist in this task. He pointed out how 
essential it was to maintain the reign of law, and how necessary 
it was in consequence to clear up ambiguities and inconsistencies 
and any points upon which a layman might be tempted to criticize 
the existing system. 

In the evening members of the Society were entertained at 
dinner in All Souls College Hall, by the members of the Faculty 
of Law. Among those present were the Warden of All Soul’s 
College, Lord Justice Atkin, Mr. Justice Tomlin, Mr. R. A. 
Wright, K.C., Mr. C. Robertson Dunlop, K.C., the Master of 
Trinity Hall, Cambridge, and a large number of teachers of law 
from all the teaching centres of England and Wales. 





The Law Society. 
SCHOOL OF LAW. 


The Council of the Law Society have appointed Mr. E. Leslie 
Burgin, LL.D., Solicitor of the Supreme Court, as Principal and 
Director of Legal Studies of the Society, to fill the vacancy caused 
by the resignation of the present Principal, and Mr. Emlyn C. S. 

ade, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-law, as Vice-Principal and 
Deputy- Director. 

Dr. Burgin has for some years been the senior member of the 
Society’s Teaching Staff. He graduated at the University of 
London, with first-class honours, and was awarded a University 
Scholarship in 1908, and took his degree of Doctor of Laws in 
1913. He is the author of a work entitled ‘‘ The Administration 
of Foreign Estates,’’ and is a member of a well-known firm which 
enjoys a large practice in matters of International commerce. 
Mr. Wade, who graduated at Cambridge, with first-class honours 
in 1920, and was awarded the Wheyell University Scholarship 
in International Law in 1922, read in the Chambers of Mr. Dighton 
Pollock, Junior Equity Counsel to the Treasury, and has acted 
as Lecturer in Law at Armstrong College, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
during the last twelve months. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors was held at The Law 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 9th inst., Mr. R. W. Poole 
in the chair, the other directors present being Messrs. E. R. 
Cook, T. 8. Curtis, W. E. Gillett, E B. Knight, P. J. Skelton 
(Manchester), M. A. Tweedie, and A. B. Urmston (Maidstone). 
£870 was distributed in grants of relief, sixty-six new members 
were admitted, and other general business transacted. Mr. H. A. K. 
Newington was elected to a vacancy on the board. 
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Stock Exchange Prices of certain 1 
Trustee Securities. me, 
Bank Rate 4%. . Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 9 on Mon 
Thursday, 2ith July. Outer 
dangero 
"Priore, | mame I polive s 
16th July. | ai said the 
~&® called t! 
English Government Securities. £ am by? 
Consols 24% mm ie és . 57 147 veg 
War Loan 5% 1929-47. . ée -» | 1012 | 4 19 gym im the 
War Loan 44% 1925-45 ..  .. ee 974 | 412 gm Bt® SP° 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-42 ..  .. | 101g | 3 18 gam othe 
War Loan 3}% Ist March 1928 .. es 97 3 12 Sen! 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90.. oe ee 88: | 410 Garden: 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for is ridicu 
Estate Duty) ee a ee oe 93 4 6 The 
Conversion Loan 34% 1961 or after oe 7648 | 401 aierees 
Local Loans 3% 1921 or after .. “se 65 412 icer’s 
dt! 
India 54% 15th January 1982 .. = .. | 101¢ | 5 9 4m MED 
India 44% 1950-55...  .. se oe | 87 |5 8 a 
India 33% .. eo ee oe ee 664 |5 56 perform 
India3% ee a te “s 56; | 5 6 P Lond 
° ene red 
Colonial Securities. oa fc 
British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 ee os 1124 |5 6 for thre 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 .. én o< 89 410 icem 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 ee ee oe 95 414 lice 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 .. ee 042 | 416 
S. Australia 34% 1926-36 .. ee es 854 | 4 2 
W. Australia 44% 1935-65... os ee 044 | 415 
New Zealand 44% 1944... ee oe 954 | 44 
New Zealand 4% 1929 és ae ee 954 | 4 3 
Canada 3% 1938 .. os ee ee 83 3 12 The r 
Cape of Good Hope 34 % 1929-49 .. ee 80 47 with M 
through 
Corporation Stocks. oe 
Ldn. Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at Seed 
option of Corpn. .. oa es ée 65 412 the Bor 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at the ti 
option of Corpn. .. 2s re ee 54 412 the wo! 
Birmingham 3 44 on or after 1947 at option Only 
of Corpn. .. eS a Se + 65 412 A ieduc 
Bristol 34% 1925-65 oo 60 oes | 6 | CO 
Cardiff 24% 1935 .. ee 6 ee 88 3 19 disabili 
Glasgow 24% 1925-40 <e oe ee 754 |3 6 are pal 
Live: 1 34% on or after 1942 at option alador 
of — o% ee oe oe es 77 4 ll without 
Manchester 3% on or after 1941 .. ee 65 42 heen lai 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable ° 716 412 Reon ex 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable_ .. ee 64 4 13 OM dicchar, 
Plymouth 3% 1920-60... .. «| 608 | 4 60M was an 
Middlesex 0.0.8}% 1927-47: 1. | 82) | 4 5M inc ha 
The 1 
English Railway Prior Charges. ® buildin; 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. 85 }xd. | 4 18 OM be a th 
Gt. Western Rly. 5 % Rent Charge -- | 103}xd.| 4 16 0% have no 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference .. -- | 101g | 4 10 4 with w 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture .. 834 | 4 16 HM brought 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 83; | 4 15 GR with tl 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% 1st Preference 80 5 0 OM Stride is 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture oe 844 (415 and the 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 834 | 416 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference 80 |5 0 = 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture .. as 833 | 416 Jean O 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed -» | 108° | 4 17 TEE way to 
Southern Railway 5% Preference .. ae 100 5 0 WE in the 
EE See = a A pepe, 
Mr. P. Harrington Edwards, 33, Southampton-street, Str@0Qll toows 
W.C.2, writing to The Times (11th inst.) on Co-partnersh " 
Industry, says: Admirable as Sir William Forwood’s sugg Send 
is thav workers should receive a higher rate of wages for in YY 
output, it does not meet the whole Mf the difficulty, whic} ‘ 
suggest is more completely dealt with by the application of OMB mora) « 
nciple of co-partnership. Increased output is only one [ae@ not a |i; 
n the success of a business, and if the worker is only think man’s ; 


of increased output the important point of economy of yrs ui 
may be overlooked. Co-partnership in 87 per cent. of the ¢ 
where it has been tried 
those cases where unavoidable factors have prevented it, 


what 92 per cent. of co-partnership examples show is a reductl 


in the cost of production. 





led to increased output, except! 


if. 
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An Inadequate Punishment. 


The Hon. Lois Sturt, of 38, Portman-square, Marylebone, 
says The Times, was summoned at the Marylebone Police Court, 
on Monday, for exceeding the speed limit for motor cars in the 
Outer Circle, Regent’s Park, for driving her car at a speed 

rous to the public, and for failing to stop at the request of a 

ice constable. es , 

Mr. Muskett, who prosecuted for the Commissioner of Police, 
said that the defendant was engaged on 21st May in what was 
called the society game of ‘‘ Chasing Clues,”’ which was organized 
by @ society known as the Society of Bright Young People. 
It seemed that in passing through the Outer Circle while engaged 
in the “‘ chase,”” the defendant passed through a. police control 
at a speed of fifty-one miles an hour, and, in order to pass three 
other cars, she went on to the off-side of the road. A constable 
at the end of the control signalled to her to stop, but, after 
slackening slightly,she went on. She was traced to the Zoological 

ens. When told she would be summoned, she said, “‘ It 
is ridiculous, I didn’t know there were any speed limits.” 

The defendant gave evidence that she was going at a speed 
between forty and forty-five miles an hour. When she saw the 
officer’s signal she began to pull up, but was told by a woman 
friend that the constable did not want them to stop. She, there- 
fore, went on. 

The Magistrate (Mr. Hay Halkett) said it was a most outrageous 
performance, and if people played games of that sort in the streets 
of London, we must not be surprised if they were not safe. He 
ordered the defendant to pay a fine of £3 with three guineas 
costs, for driving at a dangerous speed, and suspended her licence 
for three months; and for not stopping at the request of the 

iceman, he fined her £3. The convictions were endorsed on 
he licence. 
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Borstal Institutions. 


The report of the Borstal Association for the year which ended 
with March, 1924, again offers evidence, says The Times, that 
through the organization ‘‘ a broad highway to safety and honour 
has been built for hundreds of lads for whom before there was 
nothing but prison.”’ It is stated that during the twelve months 
covered by the report, 645 lads and 123 girls were discharged from 
the Borstal Institution, and that 500 lads and girls discharged 
_ 4 years before were still in the charge of those who control 
the work. 

Only five per cent. of the charges had got beyond Standard 4 
in education on reception. The physique of the great majority 
is below the average, and many suffer from physical or mental 
disabilities which render them hardly employable. Ten per cent. 
are palpably mentally retarded. It is estimated that where 
alad or girl has been at liberty for two years after Borstal training 
without further mishap it may be hoped that a foundation has 
been laid for an honest life. The present position has, therefore, 
been examined of all charges whose period of supervision, following 
discharge, expired during 1923. This has shown that of 549 
lads and 62 girls 75 per cent. of the lads and 85 per cent. of the 
girls have not been in conflict with the law during that period. 

The report notes that while the Prison Commissioners aim at 
building up a system of training in workshops or fields which shall 
be a thorough preparation for a self-supporting life outside, they 
have not lost sight of the moral problems involved, and the care 
With which officers have been selected for the institutions has 
brought them to the point at which they have felt able to dispense 
With the moral influence of uniforms. This marks another 
stride in the distance between the Borstal Institution of to-day 
nd the old prison out of which it has grown. 
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A Reuter’s message from Bordeaux of 15th July says: Maitre 
Odin, a Bordeaux Appeal Court advocate, is now on his 
way to London, where he will take charge of Vaquier’s defence 
in the forthcoming proceedings before the Court of Criminal 
Appeal, at the same time acting in conjunction with the English 
ters who will address the court. Maitre Odin’s journey 
ws, it is understood, upon an application made by Vaquier 
. east M. Campana, French Consul-General in London, to the 
S Britis authorities, who raised no objection to the prisoner's 
whiel assisted by a French counsel. Before starting Maitre Odin 
aa tecelved a telegram from the Consul congratulating him on the 
‘e fact Moral support he was bringing Vaquier. Some sympathy and 
not a little excitement has been evoked locally by the condemned 

Man’s protestations of innocence. 


Portraits of the following Solicitors have ap in the 
, RS’ JOURNAL: Sir A. so Peake, Mr. R. W. Dibdin, 
Mr. BE. Ww. Williamson, and Sir . H. Morton. Copies of the 
JourNat containing such portraits may still be obtained, price ls, 
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LEGACIES 

are needed by 
HOSPITAL FOR 
SICK (CHILDREN 


GREAT ORMOND STREET, 
LONDON, W.C.1. 











To Provide 
Absolute Necessities 
The Hospital Needs 


£10,000 


each year from the 


E oldest and largest 

Hospital for Children 
in the British Empire. 
During 73 years, over one 
million little children have 
entered its ever open 
doors. Students of all 
nationalities carry the 
benefit of its teaching and 
practice to all corners of 
the World. Thus both 
poor and prosperous are 
blessed by its work. 






Generous Public. 








Forms of Gift by Will can be obtained on application to: 
JAMES McKAY, Secretary. 


W. WHITELEY, Lp. 


Auctioneers, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W.2. 























VALUATIONS FOR PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY. SALE, INSURANCE, ETC, 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
View on Wednesday, in 


London’s Largest Saleroom. 





"Poors No.: PARK ONE (40 Lines) Tanseraus: “ WHITELEY, LONDON, “ 











































800 


Company Registrations at Somerset 


House, 
JANUARY 1 TO JUNE 30, 1924. 


The following Statistical Report of new companies registered 
in the first six months of this year has been compiled by Jordan 
and Sons, Limited, Company Registration Agents, Chancery-lane, 
London, and is printed with their permission :-— 





Public Companies.* Private Companies. | 





Number. Number! 
Regis- | | Regls- 
| tered. } 


tered. 


Capital. 





£ 
Advertising - _— | 48 
Banks - : 525,000 | 6 
Boots & Shoes 7,000 43 
Bricks, Cem- | 
ent, &c. 26,000 | 
Builders 5,000 | 
Carriers 1,042,000 | 
Chemists 695,000 | 181 
Clothing 25,100 295 
Clubs - : 28,600 21 
Drink - oa 
Electricity,Gas 
and Water 
Engineers 
Farmers 
Food 
Furniture 
Glass & China 
Hotels - 
Insurance 
Tron, Brass,&c. 
Jewellery - 
Kinemas 
Land & Houses 
Laundries 
Leather 
Merchants 
Mines - - 
Miscellaneous 
Moneylenders 
Motors - 
Music - - 
Newspapers - 
Nurserymen - 
Nursing 
Oil 
Patents and 
Trade Marks 
Photography- 
Publishers 
Railways 
Rubber- 
Schools 
Shipping 
Sports & Toys 
Stationers 
Stocks and 
Finance - 
Textiles 
Theatres 
Timber - 
Tobacco 


1,080,200 
361,810 


360,500 
771,175 
2,389,670 
3,366,900 
1,663,625 
171,410 
842,421 


602,950 
1,956,150 
2,289,520 
3,065,500 

397,550 

71,750 


a 


40 | 
174 
105 





_ 
oe Oh OO 


89,000 
165,100 
1,929,000 
58,500 


542,100 
50,000 
2,880,000 


140,000 
3,384,250 


150,000 
121,000 
1,336,800 
10,000 
126,000 
175,100 








6,831,100 


500 


130,000 
45,000 
21,500 

730,000 

395,000 
30,000 

350,000 

156,150 

170,000 


1,172,100 
2,380,000 — 
25,000 





49 
28 


49 
28 


Pei wie, woman rme atoll! we =Bewlonlmnal |lasean | 


162,900 | 
anal 





Totals (frst 


balf of 1924) 215 25,966,900 3,962 | 





4,177 | 62,646,797 


Cc 


Dorresponding 
figuresin 1922 239 29,144,807 4,008 | 38,162,521 








4,247 | 67,307,328 





The number of Public Companies registered in the first six 
months of 1924 is 215, as compared with 229 in the same period 
of 1923. Wat ae the number in 1922 was only 190 we may rd 
the 1924 total as a {air average. The nominal Mt these 
Public Companice shows a decline of more than t a 


duc w a decrras in the number of Millionaire Companies, 
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number of Private Companies registered (3,962) shows but, 
slight decline. The two categories jointly number 4,177, 
compared with 4,247 for the last half-year, the total nomins 
capital amounting to £62,646,797, as compared with £67,307,399 
The average capital per company continues to decrease. In 19% 
it was £16,110; last year it was £15,850 and this year £15,0) 

“ Textiles” at £7,125,305, although contributing a 
amount than any other class, show a falling off from th 
£10,610,350 of last year. The huge capital of Allied Newsp : 
Limited (£6,750,000), registered in March, raises ‘‘ Newspaper* 
to the second position. ‘‘ Land and House ”’ show a very lange 
increase, as also do “‘ Iron and Brass.” ‘ Stocks and Finange” 
continue to grow, but ‘‘ Mines”’ have shrunk to under : 
millions from their nine millions of last year. The popularity 
of the Limited Company, either public or private, by promotey 
of “Sports” is reflected in the number of enterprises rath 
than by the amount of Capital employed. ‘ Shipping ”’ sho 
decline and “* Motors ”’ are less than half the amount of last : 
‘‘Farmers,’’ mostly overseas, are increasing, and ‘‘ Chemists” 
thriving, but ‘‘ Engineers”’ are decidedly weak. ‘‘ Builders” 
have increased in number but declined in Capital. “ 
Cement, &c.”’ are about the same as last year. There is 
apparently the increase in this industry which might have beg 
anticipated. 

The Millionaire Companies number only six, as com d with 
thirteen last year. Four are Public Companies: Allied News. 

pers, Limited, £6,750,000 (27th March): Imperial Ai 
Limited, £1,000,000 (31st March); Beecham Estates and 
Limited, £1,850,000 (20th May) ; and British Ropes, Limited, 
£2,000,000 (6th June). The two Private Companies am; 
Wellcome Foundation, Limited, £1,€09,000 (1st January); and 
Thos. Cook & Son, Limited, £1,000,000 (12th June). Th 
smallest nominal capital was one of £5, but there were halfs 
dozen of £10. Quaint titles were fairly numerous, ‘“ Blighty,” 
** Octopus,” “ Venus,” “‘ Jinks,” ‘“‘ Dodgem,”’ ‘“‘ Jazz Glide,” and 
“* Razzle Dazzle.’”? Some of these are perhaps contributing to the 
joys of Wembley. - 

‘* British Fascisti’’ is a Company limited by guarantee. 

An interesting registration was that of the Bruton Gas & Coke 
Company, Limited, which was registered as an unlimited Com 
in 1877 and re-registered as a limited Company with a Capi 
£5,000 on 9th January last. 

It may be said with confidence that the majority of the Com- 
panies incorporated during the period under review are sound 
concerns. Limitation of liability has probably been the reason 
for registering under the Companies Acts in a great number of 
cases, but other considerations have undoubtedly prompted 
registration. 

The facilities which are thereby afforded the owner of 4 
business who, for example, has the desire to give his sons, and 
rhaps managers or other responsible employés, a 4 
interest in the business appear to be widely adopted. 
(the owner) becomes the vendor to the new Company upon terms 
which allow him, if he so desires, virtually to retain control of the 
Company if and when and for so long as he pleases. 

This method of apportioning interests in his business during his 
lifetime does not exhaust the advantages that conversion 
In the case of a partnership, for instance, the death or retire 
ment of a partner, if it does not occasion an actual dissolution of 
the partnership, inevitably causes disturbance and difficulty i 
dealing with the late ner’s estate; but in the case of 8 
Company, on the other d, the interest of a Sharehclder can be 
transferred and dealt with just as he poy hd will or otherwise 
provide. Trading in partnership or as an individual the 
of the partner or the individual is unlimited, but in the case 
Company the member’s liability is limited to the nominal 
of the Shares held by him, whether he be a Director or not. 

These considerations doubtless weigh when incorporation 
under consideration, and although the above figures show a 
reduction in the number of Companies registered, there 
ample evidence that the advantages of incorporation under 
Companies Acts are highly appreciated by the trading comm 
















Session of the Central Criminal Court was opened 
the Lord yee at the Sessions House, Qld Bailey, on 

Mr. Justice Shearman isthe judge. The Recorder (Sir Ernest 
K.C.), in his charge to the Grand Jury, said the calendar con’ 
the names of sixty persons for trial. 


The Jul 


. There was no fresh charge of murder, a circu ( 
which wae satisfactory considering the extensive jurisdiction 





and one of assault to rob. 





There was a charg’ 
murder for hearing which had been postponed from the ot 


the Court. The graver charges in the calendar for trial were two 
of attempted murder, one of rape, one of arson, two of wounds 


the holde: 
for a deg 


llth Ju 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


STUDENTSHIPS, 1924. 
The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal 
sation Committee, has made the following award of Student- 
of the annual value of £40 each, renewable at the discretion 
e Council, subject to the conditions prescribed in the 
ulations :— 


Bin 









Crass A. 

(Candidates under 19, having certain educational quilifications. ) 
Mr. Francis Cedric Brasher. (Mr. Brasher was educated at 
flitton College, and is articled with Mr. W. R. Caesar, of London). 
Mr. Robert Crossman Hodgins. (Mr. Hodgins was educated 
Wellington College, and is articled with Mr. J. D. Wheldon, 


don). 
- Crass B. 
(Articled clerks having at least three years to serve.) 
Mr. Kenneth Herbert Bain. (Mr. Bain was educated at 
Blundell’s School, and is articled with Mr. F. J. Press, of Bristol). 
Each of the above studentships is awarded on condition that 
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Mr. Joseph Corbett, of The Hollies, Clifton-road, Sutton 
Coldfield, Warwickshire, solicitor, Clerk to the Darlaston Urban 
District Council, a prominent local Wesleyan, who died on 8th 
January, aged 75, left estate of the gross value of £12,998, with 
net personalty £12,020. 


Mr. Hubert Courtney Hodson, of Abnalls, near Lichfield, Staffs, 
for the past forty-six years Registrar of the Diocese of Lichfield 
and also Registrar of the Archdeaconry of Stafford, Stoke-on- 
Trent and Salop, and for many years Registrar to the Archdeacon 
of Derby, who died on 9th April, left. estate of the gross value of 
£58,161, with net personalty £57,816. 


At the opening of the Birmingham Assizes on the 11th inst., 
Mr. Justice McCardie expressed satisfaction that juries and 
judges continued to discharge their duties with fearlessness, 
independence, and without regard to erroneous criticism or 
misinformed attack. Firmness of decision and uns i 
courage were, he said, essential to the maintenance of Brit 
justice. ‘ 








Court Papers. 




















































ed with M™the holder proceeds and continues to pursue a course of studies 
1 News. efor a degree in law. Dg SERRE BE 
irwa: y er of the Council. ; : 
rae E.R. Cook, Supreme Court of Judicature 
imited, J llth July, 1924. Secretary. ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
are; Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
; and Roma. No. 1. Eve. ROMER. 
). The L l N Monday ..July 21 Mr. Hicks Besch Mr. Ritchie Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Bloxam 
half Tuesday ...... 2 oxam xam ‘ Hicks Beach 
ighty,” ega ews. Wednesday. = — — Beach new Beach } mwa 
. . ursday...... xam xem Beach 
an Dissolution. Friday (one 2 Kitchie More Hicks Beach _Bloxam 
umday .... 3 ynge olly Bloxam Beach 
; Witt1AM CHARLES PARKIN and JAMES EDWARD CHARLES Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
7” LancHAM, Solicitors, Grove-road-chambers, Eastbourne, in the ASTBURY P.O. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. Tomum. 
& Coke ag a Sussex (Langham, Son & res” 34 py hay of | Monday ..July 21 Mr. Synge Mr. Ritchie Mr. More Mr. Jolly 
mpany r : Wednesday .. 23 Synge Ritchie More Jolly 
vital of G 1 Thursday 24 Ritchie Synge | Jolly More 
eneral. eee Sabeage 2 ynge lore 
urday ..... 26 —‘ Ritchie Synge Jolly More 
= On Saturday, 12th inst., the freedom of the City of Worcester : 
reason So ari = a Samuel Southall, who has been town cler wiene see une . mt = 
ber of 7 y nas have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 
mpted Mr. George Crombie, of Bootham and of Stonegate, York, | ipsured, and im case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
solicitor, one of the oldest solicitors on the Roll and a past | (ymrrep), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
of a ge of the Yorkshire Law Society, who died on 10th May | auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
3, and his 86th year, left estate of the gross value of £28,303, with | te advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, piste, furs, furniture, 
finite | net personalty £23,347. works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality. [ADvr.] 
' He ae — — —— a 
terms , sas | Pandel Spacialities Ltd. Brown Bros. (Lincoln) Ltd. 
of the Windi Noti Resolutions for Winding-up _ pouborts Press Ltd. 
inding-up OTICEeS. ; | The British Wood Pulp Pro- _ Products Ltd. 
Voluntarily. | “teetion Association Ltd. Parren's Pharmacies Ltd. 
ug his STOCK | Colello Ltd. The Minterne Estate Co. Ltd. 
fords. — poner ota London Gazette.—Turspay, July 8. Church Bridge Mill Co. Ltd. Stewart & Jones Ltd. 
etire- vise se hay paceman | Hoima River Estate Syndi- The Prolific Steam Fishing | Ashley Wireless Telephone @. Curtis Holt & Co. Ltd. 
on af CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE _ cate Ltd, Co. Ltd. Co. Ltd. ili Lipton (Belgium) Ltd. 
ty ff UODATOR As Xue oN on puroRE BAN Waters Od, ME Dua: | Mering Co ad 
, THE DATE MENTIONED. so wees tase? Sanat | 
Paignton Bathing Co. Ltd. The Southern Bakers’ Suppiy | 
k, be London Gazette.—Fripay, July 11. x 5° domme ein Colliery a Werks t0d. 
rwise Bangs Warner & Co, Lrp. Aug. 11. Herbert Smith, n’s. Mine Lianosoff White Oil 4 
ity Ht Marilane, Bog, ANE TS Her Pepotiling Oo. Lede Co. Lid | Bankruptcy Notices. 
ota _ oes Co. Lrp. July 29. Eric B.  Birsco Ltd. sci as Walton , ha > re | 
» 26, Bedford-row. | Excelsior Metal Co. Ltd. Priory . RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ount @ OT, Guise Lrp. Aug. 23. Mr. A. W. Gow, Royal Plomer . Abertawe Wholesale 
| ang ddlesbrough. | oe oe London Gazette.—Tuaspar, July 8. 
i ‘Mimntine wine | London Gazette, —Farpay, July 11. | Asurox, Wuuutas, Felixstowe, Ipswich. et July « 
mall Taken Riv Co. Lp. Aug, 22. Joseph Groom, 14, New | A. L. Underwood Ltd. London Collar Co. Ltd. | paqeenae, “Reomame, Beeston, —e 
; -st., W. Ths Allander Poultry Farm Paul H. Hartley & Sons | Pet. May 22. Ord. July 3. 
Meg nts Lit. Aug. 22. Joseph Groom, 14, New| Utd sight Farcan? Savply Association | BCD, ROREAT W., Bristol, Journeyman Tailor, Bristol 
; n-st., W. q . July 3. Ord. July 3. 
nity. SHERINGHAM Estates Lp, Aug. 7, Henry Holton Sturges, | _ Licenses Co. Ltd. Ltd. Pot : 
1, Guildhail-charabers, 1.0.2. ie urGe | Morton Park Motors Ltd, Dominion Malleable Ltd. | BUXDOCK, Hiunny G., jaye aaa: 
Amo Wanats Litp. Sept. 30. Edwin Hayward, 5, Angel- Gon. A. Breter & Ce. 14d, Oe we bans iat Cara, BowaRD J., Chatham, Kent, Bootmaker. Canterbury. 
r Rim . le 
Auto Waxais (Fonstax Parers) Lro. Sept. 30. Edwin Trinity Wheels Ltd. C. M. Chaundler Ltd. wate SS. Gee OS oa Birmingham. Pet. 
H K a, 
ar yaNs, 5, momecert, BOs. os ceorme | eee eawall & Oo. Tad. deal Picture House (Kings | "Sune 14, Oni. July 
ANUPFACTURING . Ltn, . 23. r . oath ° 
1 by Harry Lawton, 14, Brown-st., Manchester~ “ Branksome Liberal Club Ltd. Rxmlslor Metal Sales Co. | CN fi 8 2 ea ee 
London Gazette, «-Tupspay, July 15. a ae ’ eA re 2 pee 6 Co. Ltd, | yng Lg yy Ord. July 2. 
t EXCELSIOR STEEL & Tnox Oo. p. Aug. 1¢. J. Vien case Wearwell oF Manchester) Oe Gna duly . Machinist. ™. 
» ’ a -st., Bir m. i Theatres \. R 2 
= zo, ‘Suly’ 9). James Todd, 18, Birloy-st. Sines ee ee United Cowens Ltd. = 2 a h - - g Fishmoagers. Aberdare. Pet. 
: t ’ Bervices Club 14d. Davuss, Davin, Winwick, Northampton, Farmer. North- 
—) ace on com London Gazette,—Tuwspay, July 1S. ampton, Pet, July 1. "Ord. July 1. so 
1. CaaLus & ber Lrp, Aug. 14, A. J. Harper, 35, Copthall- West London Brickworks avers | (Winnipeg) Syndi- | Davis, T. ———. N : A = veller, 
i ef &0o. Lro. Aug. 14. H.R. Gothard,8, Laurence | Horsfall& Marshall Ltd, Bvans Brothers Ltd | Dopp, HAROLD J. and Doo, Rum Chester, Coal Merchant, 
- ill, B.C, The Blaby Hoalory Co, Ltd. Cheater Yaly 2 Ord. wisheiiy: Sitiatens 


Bruvixos Go, Lrp. Aug. 26. J, F. Leadley. The Higginbottom Motor 
= 6, Wator-st., Liverpool. ° hagineating Oo. Ltd, 





Anglo American School Boot | . Bet. daly 
. (Leeds) Ltd. | Rastwoon, Wattsa Newar, Sha 
©. W. Williamson & Sonttd,| Oldham. Ord. July 
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ELLertox, WIttaM C., Tunstall Catterick, Yorks, Small- 
holder. Ni Pet. June 13. Ord. July 4. 


. _ Northallerton. 
Exuerr, W. L. J., East H , Poultry Farmer. 
Pet. _ 198. O nd. July ry 
Hrea eotten, Cumberland. Carlisle. Pet. 
an 4 Ord. July 4. 
Fox, Ratra, and Crows, Joay R., =~ Hartlepool, 
Ord. July 2. 


Pet. Ji 
GREENHALL, he Dealer. 


Pet. July 4. Ord. July 4. 
Waireugap, ge — and 
Ord. 


Potato Merchants. 
Blackburn. 


Haworrsa, Gores Accrington, Draper. 
— June a. Ord. Taly 1 - 
ENDERSON, RLES A Finchley, Builder. Barnet. 
Pet. May 26. Ord. July 3. y 
Hisss, Epwarp F., Brockenhurst, Cycle Dealer. Southamp- 
ton. Pet. duly 4. Ord. July 4. 
HIGGINSON, James, t, Gardener. Manchester. 
Pet. July 3. Ord. July 3." 
BeRNARD E.C., Stockbroker. Higt. 


Jor, 

Court. Pet. May 31. 
Krve-Morean, R., 3 
Pet. May 15. Ord. June 30. 


D., Saltburn, ‘{ailor. Middlesbrough. 
Ty Ae 4 sly 4 


Scapst, Sal seepest, Mon., le Agent. Newport. 

Pet. aly ay Ord. July 4. mesa 
AARON, Stamford- hill, N. High Court. 

Pet. A 25. Ord. July 3. 

mf D., Tpowich. | Clerk. Ipswich. Pet. July 2. 

Wann, Staxtey J., Edgware-rd. High Court. Pet. May 9. 

wo July 3. - . 
‘ITEHEAD, Leicester, Engineer. Leicester. Pet. 
July 5. Ord. Jaly 5. 

bs -« H. Barrerss Liverpool. 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 


Gazette of July 4, 1924 :-— 
Wootrorn, Jouy F., Thame, Oxon., Corn Merchant. Ayles- 
bury. Pet. = ih. 


Ord. June 30. 
London Gazette —Fripay, July 11. 
ASDREWES, Rev. Lancetor F., Doughty-st. High Court. 
Pet. June 11. Ord. July 8. 
Asusy, Jous R., rd., Coachman. High 
Court. Pet. April 14. Ord. Jub 
a N., Jermyn-st. Hf High Court. Pet. May 23. Ord. 
Bessey, ALFRED E., Dobwalis, nr. Liskeard, Poultry 
Farmers. Plymouth. Pet. June 18. ‘Ord. July 9. 
Buoom, Naraay, Cabinet Maker. High Court. 
Pet. June 18. on July 7. 
Baarscnove, § SEY, Green-st., W ., Theatrical Manager. 
High Court. Pet. t July 5 Ord. July 5. 
, EvGELy, . High Court. Pet. 
May 16. Ord. Jaly 8. 
, Ec. 
CLEMESTS, ‘ Cardiff. 
Jame 18. Ord. July 8. 
Coen. 


. Rochdale, Butcher. Rochdale. 
July 9. Ord. July 9. 
— JESSE, and DEW, JESSE, the ae sa ntry. 
i 8. 


High 
Pet. 
Pet. 


Pet. Jane 18. Ord. Jul y 8. 
Fiztcugs, Lawkexce G., ee oy Motor Cycle Salesman. 
High Court. Pet. July 7 uly 
Gavacas, Evwaxp, and — ise, ee Egg 
-—-g ley 9. Ord. 9. 
olverhampton, Wholesale Egg and 
General Dealer. Wolverhampton. Pet.July 7. Ord. July 7. 
Cees, Sean, Rentiead, Seneiee. Bradford. Pet. July 7. 


Gloucester. 


, 
6. Ord. July 8. 
, Farmer. Nantwich. Pet. July 7. 


Bridge-rd.,. Architect. 


High Court Pet. May a Ord. July 9. 
Invise, Sank. Bet tg 2. Cad 
Pet. July 8. ae 
ALTECE Hatéerefie li, 
witersie ld Prt. jays Ord. July 8. 
. Xewsagrut. 


Postman. Great Grimsby. 
Merchant. 
Wrexham. Prt. 


Pea GERTRUDE p Sepia, Cuaeie. Portsmouth. 


Pet. June 14. Ord aly 
Peraurst, CHARLES, Cranbrook, Fishmonger. Hastings. 
Pet. July 8. Ord. July 8. 
PRIRSTLEY, Bocn, Less, Cant Miner. Leeds. Pet. July 7. 


Ord. July 7. 
~~ 3 > | Bolton, Milliner. Bolton. Pet. July 8. 
RusseLt, G., Brighton. Brighton. Pet. June 10. Ord. 


July 8. 
SANDERS, ALFRED C., Busby, Coal Merchant. Coventry. 


Pet. July 8. Ord. July 8. 
Siuv, Matraew T., Gosforth * eum Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Pet. June 23. Ord. Jul iy 8. 
Surron, WiiiaM E£., Manchester, Grocer. Stockport Pet. 
July 9. = Jnly 9. 
TrpMaN, ALBert, Great Grimsby, Fishermen’s Outfitter. 
Great Grimeby Pet. July 9. Ord. July 9. 
TURTON, JAMES P., ye Iron Founder. Manchester. 
Pet. July 7. Ord. July 7. 
Warp, Joun 8. E., Rolston Hall, Hornsea, 
Ki apo Hal Pet. ae S On, July 9. 
WARDELL, SIDNEY 
andswort! 





Richmond, Sui 
Wi h. Pet July 8. Ord. Souls 3. 
WEBLEY, EDWARD Bournemouth, Commercial Traveller. 
TLLIAM ‘M.D. Greenwich. Pet. 
June 23. Ord. ou 
Wenman, Exsta E. TER Milliner. Rochester. Pet. 
June 11. Ord. July 7. 


London Gazette.—TuEsDay, July 15th. 


ABBOTT-WRIGHT, ARTHUR, Bayswater, {eeutins Agent. 

High Court. Pet. July 11. Ord. July 

ANDREWS, ALEC L., Salford, Butcher's 7 a Salford. 
Pet. July 11. Ord. July 1i. 

CLAUGHTON, SIDNEY, Guiseley, Boot Manufacturer. Leeds. 
Pet. July 9. a July 9. 
COLLINS, , Lancaster-gate, Surveyor. High Court. 

Pet. July 2. ora. July 12. 
Cooper, JOHN 8., Roxwell, Essex, Miller. Chelmsford. Pet 
July 11. Ord. July 11. 
CoRKER, WILLIAM, Barnard Castle, jae. Farmer. 
Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. ay ll. Ord. Jul 
CRANE, fitord. Pet. 


a hy Epwap, Swansea, Pawnbroker. Swansea. Pet. 
July 14. Ord. July 14. 
— ., Liverpool. Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 5. Ord. 

yl 

EDGELL, HARRY 0., Forest Hill, Commercial Traveller. | 
High Court. Pet. July 11. Ord. July 11. 

FIELD, PERCY, Barton-on-Humber, Fish and Chip Potato | 
Dealer. Great Grimsby. Pet. July 11. Mes tong ll. 

FIELDING, Dovenas C., Newcastle-upon-T; Wireless | 
Dealer. Newcastle-upon- Tyne. Pet. July ll. v Ord itlog’s | 

Forp, ROWLAND, Three Holes, -. res it, One. 

Lynn. Pet. July ll. Ord. July 11 

ee GEorceE W., Dover, Hairdresser. ES, 
ll. Ord. July . 

aTzicx J., Nottingham, General Dealer. Not- 

2. Ord. July 12. | 
Piccadilly. High Court. Pet. ams | 


REENFIELD, BERTRAM, Middlesbrough, Musician. Middles- 
brough. Pet. July 10. Ord. July 10. 
, JAMES H., Lindley, ss Linen Draper. | 
ersfield. Pet. June 6. Ord. J j 
Invix, T. C., Victor High Court. Pet | 
March 17. Ord. July 
KENDALL, = Tn Al Clerk. Coventry. Pet. May 21 | 


Ord. Jul 
- Motor Engineer. Wands- | 


H., 
Court. Pet. aor Ord. say 9. 


Prrr, Martix J Cinema Proprietor. 
Pet. July 9. “Ont. July 9. 


July 19, 2g 


PHILLIPs, Teomas, Hirwain, Brecknock, 

Aberdare. Pet. July 10. Ord. July 10. " 
PURCELL, ALLEN H. D., Wimbl edou, Publishing 
Kingston. Pet. April 30. Ord. July 10. 

ARTHUR H., Brook-st., W., Ostcoratlat. 
Court.’ Pet. June 6. God. Faly 11. 
ROWLINSON, EDWARD, and ADAMS, PrERcy T., 
Booksellers. High Court. Pet. July 10. Ord. 
ScREETON, HAROLD, Barton-on-Humber, Comm 
Traveller. Great Grimsby. Pet. July 11. Ord. July 
STANTPORTH, HaRRy, Harrow. St. Albans. Pet, Jy 

Ord. July 9. : 
WATKINS, WittlaM F., Chew Magna, Somerset, Mj 
Engineer. Bristol. Pet. June 25. Ord. July®, 
Waeas, Fy a Rates: 2 China Merchant. High Oy 


wien WILLIAM, Lynton, Coal Merchant. Soul 

Pet. July 10. +S July 10. bis 
WILLIAMS, JOHN » Macates, Provision Dealer. @ 
Pet. July 9. ee July 

WILLIs, ALBERT L., Blyth, ‘Butener Newcastle-up 

Pet. July 11. Ord. gay 1 

Wrspsor, WILLIAM, Finsbury Park. High Court, 
June 20. Ord. July 10. 

Amended Notice substituted for that F aammas, in the 
London Gazette of July 4, d 


OxtEy, Percy J. W., Manchester, General Dealer. 
chester. Pet. July 1. Ord. July 1. 











THE Proprietors : 


LAW Tat Souctrone’ Lig 
PRINTING 


Limitep. 
COMPANY. 
Established 1878. 


DEED PRINTING 
A SPECIALITY. 


Te pres ch prints single copies of Deeds 

on parchment or paper for execution at 

about the same price as is charged for written 

Engrossments, and with each order a free 
print for filing is also supplied. 


Advantages of Printed Deeds | 


1. Owe Copy ONLY NEED BE EXAMINED. 
2. Less PARCHMENT OR PareR REQUIRED. 
3- More. UP-TO-DATE APPEARANCE. ' 
4- oe COST WHERE MORE THAN ONE CorY jf 
UIR' : 
5. Fase Exrea ( Cory For FILinG OR FOR USE [ 
as Drart. 
The Company also undertakes the printing 
of Abstracts Title, Correspon 
Pleadings and Appeal Cases, Memorandum 
and Articles of ion, Particulars and 
Conditions of Sale. 
All work executed with the utmost despatch. 
Scale of Charges post free on —— 


PRINTING WORKS: 


37, CHESTER STREET, OXFORD ROAD, | 
MANCHESTER. 


























THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LIMITED. 





TEMPORARY SHORTHAND .TYPISTS 


EXPERIENCED IN LEGAL AND TECHNICAL 
WORK _ OUPELAED AT SHORT NOTICE, 





Really efficient help can be quickly 
obtained by ringing up the Society : 


_ HOLBORN 1405. 





Shorthand Department : 
OYEZ HOUSE, 
104-7, FETTER LANE, ECA. 








